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PETITIONS M., PROM PATNA 


Petition of Imam Bctkhsh, otherwise called Bukhshu , of Mauza 

Paiffhambarpur, residing at present in Kucha Raushan Khan , C&y 

Patna . Mated \2tfi November, 1868. 

Abstract.oe Petition, 

Petit,loner charges the under-mentioned defendants with assaulting 
him with, kicks, and blows with the fist ; also with abducting his 
lawful wife, taking at the same time cash and other effects,. Petitioner 
prays the Court to summon and hear his witnesses, and to punish the 
defendants. 

CHKHISHEB OF THE PoOB, MAY YOU BE KEPT IN SAFETY ! 

The petitioner brings the present petition charging Shaikh Kama!, 
of Maussa Sathalpfir, and residing at present in Kucha Raushan Khan, 
in the city of Patna, Musaram&fc Sanjaru, his wife, and Musammat 
Naulaso of Mauaa Asthalwfm, at present residing in the aforesaid 
Mahalla Raushan Khan, with the offence of assaulting him (the peti¬ 
tioner) by kicking him, and striking him with, their fists; also with 
abducting the petitioner's wife, taking at the same time money and 
effects (of which a detailed account is given below), under Section 366 
of Act XLV of 1860, and Section 323 of the same Act respectively. 
For these offences the petitioner prays the Court to punish the 
defendants. 

The facts of the ease are as follows. Musammat Naulaso is the 
petitioner’s wife, and used to reside in his house. At that time the 
aforesaid Sheikh Kamal, through his wife Musammat Sanjarfi, enticed 
and allured Musammat Naiilaso till he got her under his influence* 
He then seduced her, and persuaded her to elope with him to his house, 
taking money and effects as detailed below, such money and effects 
being the petitioner’s private property. On Monday, the 9th November 
of the current year, the petitioner went to the defendant for his wife, 
and renmstrafed with him on his disgraceful conduct. Thereupon 
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4h4 three defendants together kicked the petitioner, and bem^_ 

with their fists. My Lord?! the defendant Kama! committed the crime 
of inducing another man’s wife to elope with him to satisfy his own 
desire for gold and property! The petitioner had no remedy, and 
therefore went, to the Police station and gave information. The officers 
of the Police station advised the petitioner to bring bis complaint 
before you. Under these circumstances, the petitioner hopes that 
after summoning and hearing the under-mentioned witnesses, and sum¬ 
moning and apprehending the defendants, the Court will proceed to 
^punish those defendants under the Sections indicated above. 


'Witnesses. 

KhdsrA of Ivucha Pauslian Khan, City Patna, 
Din Mohammad, of the same address. 

Ghdre, of the same address; 

Mohammad Ali, of the same address ; 

Wazlr Khan, Court Daftarl, of the same address. 


Pak.tioui.ajrs or Cash and Property taken by the Defendants . 

Thirty Rupees in Cash. 

1 Brass Huka. 

2 Copper dishes, 

2 Copper cups. 

1 Copper lota, 

1 Saucepan. 


Mo. 2. 


Petition of Massammat Brio, wife of Kanheya Ml, Complainant , presented 
under power of attorney through her father and agent, JhaJcur Prasdtl, 
Dated lGth Jane, 1805. 


Substance of Petition. 


Petition, made under power of attorney of complainant bearing 
date 16th June 1865, claiming maintenance from her husband, 
Kanheya Lai, defendant. 


Cherishes of the Poor, may you be kept in safety ! 

The petitioner makes this application before the Criminal Court, 
under Section 316 of Act XXV of 18(51, against Kanheya Lai, her 
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-Nwa^tipf, son of .Baba Makhan Lai, of Mahalla Diwan, for mat 
terdmce. 

<ht 

The facts of the ease are as follows. Seven years ago the 
petitioner was married to the defendant, and for four or five years 
after the marriage lived with her husband in his house. The aforesaid 
defendant squandered in profligacy all the dowry that her father 
had given to her, consisting of jewelry to the amount of thousands 
of rupees. Then the defendant and his relations charged the peti¬ 
tioner with having the mark of a serpent (nag'm) on her back, and 
thinking that their lives were in danger they thought that she 
ought either to die or else to go back to her father, arid that if her 
husband cated to save his life, he must contract another marriage. 
For this reason the defendant and his mother exercised all kinds of 
violence and oppression towards the petitioner so as to drive her 
away; at last her father hearing of it, came and took her away with their 
consent to his own house. After that, the aforesaid defendant on the 
representation of the people of the Mahalla and the Panel of his 
caste, allowed the petitioner for her support Rs. 25 per mensem, which 
sum he continued to pay to her regularly for some, ten or eleven 
months. During the last six or seven months, however, he has not giver, 
her a single Kauri of this allowance, nor has he taken any other moans of 
providing her with food and clothing; and when pressed for payment, he 
gives evasive answers, and he has now even contracted another marriage. 
It is impossible for the petitioner to obtain redress except by the 
institution of a suit; so as she is apardanis/wi she presents her plaint; 
against her husband, the defendant, through her father Babfi Thakur 
ParshM, in whose favor she has this day executed a power of attorney, 
authorising him to present this petition and to give evidence on oath. 
Petitioner prays that the Court will summon and hear her witnesses, and 
cause the defendant to supply her with food and clothing, so that she 
may have some better means of support. 

Witnesses. 

Babu Beclm Lai, otherwise called Sheodiyal Singh, 

| present in Kucha Mahmud Uliah. 

Babfi Maui Lhl 1 , , ,, 

Babfi Munna Lai Se same address. 

Babu. Gopal Lai, of Mirzftfganj. 

J3abu Balgobincl Lai 

: Nanhu Singh, of Cha . .~ r . 

Pitambar Singh, of Kucha Mahmud Uliah. 

■’Vvi.r t ■::-■..mj■■•. 
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residing at 
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X al "to 

hi Lai. }W * h0same addres9 « 
I Mirzfugam. 

1, of Bidhighat. 

Jhauk Shikarpur. 
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fj, No. 3. 

•clition of Badri Kahar, o/MUMp&r, Pergunna llmdlle AnimXtdil Dated 


( .4 } 



nth Mpril, 1860, 


Substance of Petition:. 

Petitioner prays that his witnesses may be summoned and heard, 
and that the defendants whom he charges with assault may be punished. 


Cheiusher op the Poor, mat you bis kept in safety ! 

The petitioner charges the defendants 11am Lai Singh and 
Bhattu Singh, both of Bakipiir, with assault under Section 32o of Act 

XLV of 1860. ^ 

The facts of the case are as follows. On Sunday, the loth April 
of the current year, at about S a. M., the petitioner went to the house 
of the defendants to supply them with water. The petitioner always 
gives them water. The defendants used abusive language to him, 
and. asked him how it was that he was so late. The petitioner replied 
that he was not late. Upon this the defendants being angry kicked 
the petitioner, and struck him violently with their fists and with their 
open hands. The petitioner first gave information at the Bdklpnr 
.Police station, and now, coming here, he prays the Court to summon 
and hear his witnesses and to punish the defendants. 


Witnesses, 


Mohan Bad Farosh, of Mlthapur, Tirana Baklpur, 
Sheobarat, of the same address, 

Baijnatb, of the same address. 


No. 4. 


Petition of Khuaja Mohammad, of Mafia,IM Dhodii, Thana KJiudganhl% 
Sharia, one of'the Mahatlaa of the dig of Pcitm. Dated 18 ih April, 1866. 


Substance of Petition. 


Petitioner prays the Court to summon and hear his witnesses, and 
to punish the under-mentioned defendants, whom he charges with 
Striking him with a staff, and breaking his head. 

CnEBIbaTER OF THE POOR, MAY YOU BE KfflT IN SAFETY ! 

The petitioner charges Achhd Sahib, of Mahalla Gurbatta, and 
Bii All, o'# Mahalla Moghalpura, Thilna Khudgasliti SharkI, with 
exercising violence and oppression towards him, and assaulting him 


with a staff. 




i€ circumstances are. as follows. Yesterday, Tuesday, 1 
I860, at 8 p. the 'aforesaid defendipts committed a violent 
ruilfc on the petitioner.. The cause of the assault was as follows. 
Achhe. Sahib owed the petitioner 1 r upee 1 anna for silver leaf. The 
petitioner went to the said A child Sahib’s house at the time appointed 
to ask for the money; hut when he did so,, one of the defendants, 
Aehhd...Sahib, burning with anger, ordered Bu Alt to assault him, the 
petitionety saying that he would be responsible for the consequences. 
Thereupon Bit All struck the petitioner a blow on the head with a 
stiff, so that the petitioner’s head was broken, and the blood flowed. 
Then A.chhd Sahib himself knocked the petitioned clown, kicking him 
and beating him with his shoo. There arc marks of the assault on the 
petitioner’s head, and on his right and left elbow. The petitioner first 
gave information at the Police station, and now, coming here, petitions 
the Court to summon and hear the witnesses, and to punish the defend- 
ants under Section 323 of Act XLY of I860. 

\Yitnessj& 3 (who were .eye-witnesses.) 

In&yat All. If ban'of Mahalla". Dl.wati. 

ShifikjA-mir, of Mahalla Moghalpftra. 

Ghunhl, of Mahalla JDiwan, 

Mir Kadir All, of the same address. 


No. 5. 

Petition of Sohan x Kurriil, of Purwi^anf I'kana* Mat Salami. Dated 

30 th April, 1S66. 

StIBSTANOE Olf PF/riTIOK, 

Petitioner prays for punishment of the defendant for the offence of 
entering his house, and assaulting him with kicks and blows with the 
fist and with the open hand. 

Chertsixkb of the Pooh, mat you* be kept in safety! 

The petitioner complains against Makund Gwala, Awasthi ji 
Maharaj Brahman; and Miyan jan, Musulman, servants of Bupnarayarj, 
Kurrni, the defendants, residing* in Shahnur Sahib ke Takiya, ThFum 
Mai Salami, that they entered his house, and committed an assault on 
him by kicking him and striking lutn with their fists and their open 
hands. 

The circumstances of the case are as follows. The petitioner had 
borrowed from the aforesaid Rupn&rayan Kurrni the sum of Rs. 15, 
which *was to be repaid by instalments, Gut of that sum the peti- 
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bad already repaid S& : 12; but 11s. 3 still remained, unpaid, as 
fixed for payment had not yet expired. On Friday, 2?th April 
1866, at 8 a. M., the defendants came to the petitioner's door, and 
demanded payment of the money. The petitioner then promised that 
they should have the money, but asked them to be patient for that day. 
Thereupon the. defendants* inflamed with anger, abused tile petitioner 
and entered his house, assaulting him with kicks, blows with the fist, and 
slap#, until he became insensible. As soon as the petitioner came to 
himself, he gave information at the Mai Salami Police station. The 
petitioner has witnesses ready. He charges the defendants with the 
above ofFencef and prays that the Court will punish them, after 
moning and hearing bis witnesses. 

*■ 

■Witnesses. 

Man gall, of Purwlganj, Tirana Mill Salami. 

Gangan, KurmI, of Ptr Damarlya. 

Jitu, butcher, of the same address. 

Dbunii, of the same address. 


No. 6, 

Petition of JJaraMt, of 31auza Chak Yarpur, Pergtmna Ilawdlie Azm&lad* 
Dated %ith April, 1866. 

Substance of Petition. 

Petition lor punishment of defendants for the offence of assaulting 
petitioner by kicking him, and striking him with shoes and. with an 
iron-bound staff. 

CilEIUSHElt OF THE POOB, MAT TOO BE KEPT IN SAFETY! 

The petitioner complains against Gaj raj Singh, Earn Adhan Singh, 
Abhilak Singh, Pancham Singh, Tiiakdhan Singh, and Chitrasal Singh, 
by caste Raj pats, residing at Sarishtdbad, Th£na Sadikpur; for that 
they committed an assault on him by kicking him, and beating him 
with shoes and with an iron-bound staff. 

The following are the particulars of the case. There is an un¬ 
claimed buffalo bull that used daily to do damage in the defendants’ 
field of cotton, On Sunday, the, 22nd April 1866, at noon, the said 
buffalo was lying down in the petitioner’s village, when all at once 
three of the defendants, Gajraj Singh and Ram Adhan Singh, and 
Chitrasal Singh, came to the petitioner’s village, and ordered him to 
take the buffalo across the river. The petitioner refused to do so, say¬ 
ing that he had nothing to do with, the buffalo. Thereupon the de- 




Chitrasa! Singh, Earn Adhan Singh, and Gajraj Singh, abosM' 
pemioner, The petitioner told them not to abuse him, saying 

.i it would not be well for them if they did, as he would abuse them 

also. Then Gajraj Singh struck the defendant on the head with a shoe, 
and Ram. Adhan Singh did likewise with an iron-bound staff. The bloody 
marks are still on his head. Abhilnk Singh and T unchain Sing i t 
then came up, and immediately all the defendants abused the petition¬ 
er, and kicked him, and beat him with shoes. Several other people 
then came to the spot, and rescued the petitioner from the violence of 
the defendants. Had they not done so, the defendants would certainly, 
have killed him. The petitioner, seeing that he was unable to oppose 
them, first gave information at the Police station, and now complains 
in this Court, praying that the witnesses may be summoned and heard, 
and that the defendants may be punished. 


Witnesses. 

.Brij Lai, of Mauza Chak Yarpur, PergunnaHawalie Azimabnd. 
Shiubalak 

Ttwa.ru V of the same address. 

Sukhaia ) 


No. 7. 

Petition of SoAyad Iunddcl Alt, of Mdhalla Kucha Machkal, Thdna 
Chattft, Kaldn. Dated %Qi/t August, 1861. 

Substance of PEiTition. 

Petitioner complains that defendants have put up a fence of matting 
in a mosque, and thus stopped the; passage of worshippers; also that 
they have laid down, rubbish, and that they are about to build a wall, 
so as to bring the mosqup within the compound of their house ; that 
when remonstrated with, they attempt to commit assault. Petitioner 
prays the Court to issue an order to the officer in charge of the ' Chunk 
Kalan Police station to pull down the matting, and to restrain the 
defendants from building the wall; also to summon and hear the 
witnesses, to inspect the place in question, and to bind over the 
defendants in their own recognizances not to meddle with the mosques 
again. 


Chejiiskeb of the Poor, may you be kept in safety ! 

From time immemorial there have been two qanat'i mosques; 
one on the bank of the river, the other at the back of Malangu 


Misir’s gate. 



The circumstances are these. Jagat Seth had both these mo3* 

" together with an ancient durgafi, repaired, so that worshippers used to 
pray in them regularly. The father-in-law of the petitioner, by name 
Made Klnm, was superintendent of the said mosques-, and continued 
to pray in them for some years. About two years ago, it pleased God 
that Made Khan should die. From that time Malangii Miair began, 
to have filth thrown clown to such an extent that the yard of the 
mosque became full of it, and rubbish and dirt was accumulated in 
heaps. The petitioner has often remonstrated with the defendants, 
but they have not minded him ; indeed when the petitioner remonstrates, 
they are ready to quarrel. As for the mosque situated on the bank 
of the river, Sohan Lai has closed the doorway with a mat; he wishes 
to join the mosque to his own house. When remonstrated with, he 
saj's that he has bought the raosqu'e, and intends to build a temple 
there. My Lord, this is a matter requiring consideration arid justice. 
No one can $ell a mosque/and no on© can knock a mosque down to 
build a temple. The place is holy, and dedicated to religion ; how can 
a Mohatnmadan look on and permit the defendants to break through 
an old-established custom, and agree to their pulling dotfh a mosque 
and building a temple in its place? The endeavor to prevent their 
doing tni? will certainly cause a breach of the peace attended with 
Joss of life. Th V0 defendants are rich, the petitioner is poor, how is he 
to withstand them ? Accordingly, seeing no way of obtaining redress 
except by a complaint to the Court, the petitioner prays that an order 
may be issued to the officer ill sbatge of the Chauk Kalan Police station 
to have the mat removed from ffm mosque, and to have the filth 
cleared away, so that the Mohamumdans may pray according to their 
custom; also that the witnesses may' he summoned and heard, and 
inquiry made from the neighbours, and that the defendants may bo 
bound in their o wn recognizance? not to meddle with the aforesaid 
mosques again. Xhe petitioner has represented all tliat seems to him 
necessary. 

Witnesses. 

Pdwan, shop-keeper of Moghalpura; , 

Mihar All, ^ 

„ „ . • of the same place; 

Mangali, shop-keeper, J 1 

Mir Dci'tn All, of Kucha Barb. 

Murad Khan, shop-keeper, of the same place. 




Cherishes, of the Poos, hay you be kefx in safety t 

• 

The petitioner complains against Babu Ram Gin da/ Panre and 
Rang Lai, of Katra Ikhtiyar, Thana Alamganj, under Section 323 of 
Act XLV of I860, 

The circumstances are as follows. On Sunday, 6th May, I860, 
the petitioner went to the Pathari Ghat according to the religion of the 
Hindus to perform the sacrifice of the cake on the 10th day, and 
asked the defendants to assist him in performing the ceremonies of the 
10th. day. The said defendants demanded a fee office rupees* The 
petitioner told them that he was a poor man, only a barber, and asked 
them to take four annas. They would not take it, and gave the peti¬ 
tioner no opportunity of performing the rites and ceremonies until the 
evening. When the petitioner began to bathe with the people of his 
caste, the above-mentioned persons took the petitioner’s razor, bagi 
and other barber’s instruments. The petitioner remonstrated with 
them, and tried to keep his property. The defendants then kicked him 
and struck him violently with their fists and with their open hands. 
Under these circumstances* the petitioner prays that his deposition on 
oath may be taken, his witnesses summoned and heard, and the 
defendants punished, 

Witnesses. . . # ' 

Ghasltfi of Bal Kishanganj. 

Mangar, barber, of Ghatpath&rL 
Fakir-Chanel, of Gar Ghat. 


No. 9. 

Petition erf Muhammad All , of Kmtva Koh, Tkilnti Gkauk Ralan , one of 
the Makallas of the City of Patna* Bated 10 th May, 1866, 

Substance of Eetitiot. 

Petitioner prays that defendant may be punished for assaulting 
him by kicking him, beating him with a shoe, &c. 






I will complain against you 


will not be well for you, 
the petitioner's saying that, the defendant, who knew the petitioner to 
be a poor man and weak, threw him down, and assaulted him violently. 
The petitioner then cried out to the Government for help, and the 
•Under-mentioned persons came and released him. Under these circum ¬ 
stances, the petitioner prays the Court to summon and hear his witnesses 
and to punish the defendant. 

Witnesses. 

of Kanwft Koh, Thana Chauk Kaiiin. 


Nanhu, baker, 

Nitm Khalifa, of Hajiganj. 
Eaudhu, of Kuftoha Langur. 


No, 10. 

ion of Itywj LSI Sd/iUj of Manga TMnffarwrat, Pe/ffunrta Diljidii. 
Bated 

Abstract oe Petition. 

Petitioner prays the Court to summon the defendants, and to 
ah them, after hearing the evidence of the witnesses. 

[tlSHBU OF THE Poor. MAY YOU BE KEPT IN SAVETY ! 

The case of the petitioner is as follows. On the 7th Aghun of the 
ant year, the petitioner in his shop at Thangarsam, Pergnuna 
in <rave to Mukhtar-ud-din, of the Kola, in Kasha Darbhanga, and 




No. 11. 

of Saiyad Amy ad All, Mnk/ddr, for Mmsamnal, Mis,ran, reiki of 
late Shaikh Indy at Husain, residing in and owner of Mama, 
'.iilt, PcrguiMa Az\mMad, and part owner of Ma wi Nasirpur and 
jpwr, Ditfam,m the saidP erg mm. Dated YUk September, 1886. 


CHEEI9HEK OF THE POOR, MAY YOU BE KEPT IN SAFETY ! 

My client purchased the whole-of 5 dams, 18 kawris out of 7 dams 
of 16 arri'ie MoMMna wltli the rights of Milklyui, and. lands, waste and 
cultivated, situated in Mauza Nasirpur, Taj pur Diyara, and (Jhak 
OMrftun, villages lately settled, in Pergunna Arim abaci, for Coinpany'e 
Its. 200 under a deed of absolute sale, dated 20th July 1850, from 
Shaikh Chakban, and Shaikh Kabir Alt, sons, and Muaaiirmat Khuban, 
daughter of the late Shaikh Haidar All, heifs of Shaikh Murad All, 
and MttSammat Puran, wife, and Musavrunats Jiutfan and Sharfan, 
daughters of the late Shaikh Murad All, Maliks of Mauza Nasirpur, 
Tajpur Diyara, and Mauza Chak Chamtnii, Pergunna Azimabad. My 
client has paid the purchase money, and in accordance with the afore¬ 
said .deed of absolute sale is in possession of the property purchased. 
The names of the respective sellers are recorded in the (jlovemmont 
register under the head of Milktyat. For as much as it is necessary 






mutation .registry sfib'all take place, that my client 
tifi cate* and that she should receive the MdliMna money, 
present this application, graying the Court to strike off the 
names of the skiers', to order my client’s name to be entered in the 
Government register under the head of MillV/at, to grant her a cer¬ 
tificate, and to pay her the Malihtm collected up to this date, as 
well as that which may be collected in future. The deed of sale accom- 
p&aieh this petition, " 

m is. 

Petition of Debt SahSy, ■ 'Muhhiar, on the part., of Kamalpat Singh ami 
Shyunardyan Singh, mdlih and sharers of 15 dams of Mmmh. 
Tiirahgm- t Pergnnm GMyaqmr, District Patna. Dated 4th Febru¬ 
ary, 1863, 

Abstract of Petition, 

That the names of my clients be registered; and those of the 
deceased persons struck off, 

Crrmusiom of the Poor, may you be kept xn . safety t 

In the month of-Sawan, 1269 F, ? Miissaniat Foshan Rai died, 
leaving Shiunarayan Singh, her own son 5 and in the month of Jeifch, 
1268 F.j GJr&dhan died, leaving Kamalpat Singh, his grandson* 
Shiunarayn Singh and Kamalpat Singh are in possession of 15 dams 
but of 16 annas, of , the m : atikam of . Mama TivrapSiy Pergunna 
Ghiyaspur, as their inheritance. 

For as much as it is necessary that the names of my clients should 
be entered in the Government register, in place of the names of 
the late Foshan Ely and the late Giradhfiii Singh, therefore I pray 
the Court to strike off their names, and to order the names of my 
clients to be entered. There are witnesses present; let their evidence 
betaken. 


lb. 13, ' 

Petition of ’jfandu, Grnld, prisoner in MUapw ■ fail, in the City of 
Patna, Dated 1st July, 1866,,. 

CHBBpHER OF THE POOIV MAY YOU BE KEPT IN SAFE#;! 

The petitioner appeals on the under-mentioned grounds [ to the 
Court of circuit] from m order passed by the .Deputy Magistrate, 31st 




*yX/ Tile copper four-anna piece on account of which the petitloii 
w&r punished was not his; it had been given to him as hire by a 
fruiterer from Mozufferpore. The petitioner took the four-anna 
piece, not knowing whether it was good or bad. The Magistrate 
ought to have sent in search of the fruiterer and summoned him; but 
he did not do so: 

% The petitioner is an ignorant and simple-minded countryman 
gaining his livelihood as a labourer. He took the coin from the 
fruiterer, supposing it to be silver, and not knowing whether it was 
counterfeit or not, It was hot at ail just for the subordinate Magis¬ 
trate to convict such a man, perfectly ignorant as* to the nature of the 
four-anna piece, of the offence of counterfeiting [coin]* 

3. In this case it ought to have been proved that the petitioner 
had knowingly, and with a dishonest and fraudulent intention, changed 
the copper four-atma piece; but there appears no trace of any 
knowledge on the part of the petitioner that the four-anna piece was 
counterfeit. Then the petitioner cannot by any means justly be con¬ 
victed of the offence, nor is he liable to punishment by law* He should 
by all means be released. He hopes, therefore, that the Court will call 
for, and examine the record [of the] criminal [Court], .and with . the 
justice of a Naushirwau reverse the order of the Subordinate Magis¬ 
trate, and order the release of the petitioner. 


No. 14 

.'Petition of Gohhul, GwaM, prisoner in Mltapur Jail1Patna. Dated 17ih 

July, 1866, 

Chkmsmb OF. THE POOU, may you be kept in safety ! 

The petitioner in hopes of obtaining his release appeals to [the 
Court of ] circuit from an order of the Deputy Magistrate of Patna, 

■ dated30th June 1866, on the grounds stated below 

1. The bull was not in the petitioner’s yard [for keeping cows], or 
in Ms house at all, nor was it found [on his promises]. A strange bull 
was grazing in a cotton field ; the Police officers caught him and took 
him away. The petitioner had nothing whatever to do with the bulk 

2 . The petitioner’s witnesses clearly prove his good character, as 
also [the facts] that the bull was grazing in the field, and was caught 
by the Police officers. 

3. The Deputy Magistrate's decision was grounded on the 
■evidence- of the Police officers, although their evidence is not to be ■ 










ice 


their own 



Police officers gel up false cases and send■ 
f own reputation. Their statement, then, must be 
altogether •ontrustworthy. Every Magistrate knows that Police officers 
are in the habit of getting up false cases of their own accord. The 
petitioner is t r< fpre entitled to be released.. He hopes that the Court 
will call for and examine the record of the Criminal [Court], and, 
reversing the subordinate Magistrates’s order, cause the petitioner to be 
released. 


Petition of Beioctki Rqm* pHsonev hi.MMcipuf Jcii? y District Pci-P/w* ..Dated 


No. 15. 


2nd July, 1866. 

'MAY YOU BE KEPT IN SAFETY’! 




einmSHEK m TEE Pooii 

The petitioner appeals to [the Court of] circuit on the under < 
mentioned grounds from an order of tile Magistrate 

1 . The petitioner did not wilfully neglect'his duty when on guard* 
The facts axe as follows : At 2 a. m, the petitioner was placed on 
guard over seven prisoners-—‘four inside the cell and three outside; and 
remained guarding them. When the clock struck 3, the petitioner chewed 
some tobacco, the effect of which was to cause such heat to his body 
that; he sat down insensible ; in fact, he was thoroughly and completely 


■to/ 

1W. : . 


While he 'was in that state of stupefaction, one of the 
prisoners in the cell cut a hole in the wall and so escaped, The 
petitioner was not wilfully guilty of any negligence when on guard | . 
and no one can in any way be liable to punishment [for what takes • 

It is for your Honor to 


place while h e is] in a state of helplessness 
decide this. 


2 , The petitioner has been in the service of the Government four 


or.five years, and 


of any 


[during that time] has never been guilty 
negligence. This is his first negligence, arid was committed in a state 
of helplessness, The Government should, then, by all means pardon 
him. 

;3, The. petitioner had no time allowed him to search for the, 
prisoner. That the Deputy Magistrate all at once ordered the peti¬ 
tioner to he imprisoned is the effect of Ids evil destiny ; what else can 
be said about it ? The petitioner therefore hopes that tibia Court will call 
for and examine the record of the former Court, and, reversing the 


order 


of the Subordinate Magistrate, cause .the petitioner to be released,; 



ipiipll 
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lion of Ganga Bishan,prisoner in MiMjydr Jail, Patna* Baled 2iGt/t 


July, 1866. 

Qh brisker of the Pooh, mat you »b kept in safety! 

The petitioner appeals to [the Court , of ] circuit, on the grounds 
stated below, from an order of the Joint Magistrate of Patna, dated 
2nd July, 1866 : — 

.1, The petitioner did not steal the opium, but bought if. He was 
certainly wrong so far that he bought the opium unknown to the 
Government; but this fault arose from ignorance of the orders of the 
Government The petitioner is a countryman, and was not aware 
that there were any prohibitory orders* As the petitioner’s fault only 
consists of this, and as it is his first offence, he ought to have keen par¬ 
doned., But the Joint Magistrate sentenced him to be imprisoned for 
6 months, and to pay a fine of Ks. 500, and sentenced his son, 
Mewa Lai, to pay a fine of Rs, 500. The fine is very heavy. For a 
poor man like the petitioner, Rs. 50 or Rs. 60 would have been -sufficient. 
The sentence of 6 months’ imprisonment and fine of Rs. 500 ought 
both to be reduced. 

2, Although Mewa Lai k the petitioner’s son, he does not Jive 
with the. petitioner. He had nothing to do with the purchase of the 
opium, and knew nothing about it. Thus it was altogether unjust to 
punish him, and to punish his son, who had nothing to do with the pur¬ 
chase of the opium, and did not even know of it. The petitioner 
hopes, therefore, that the Court will call for and examine the record 
[of the] criminal [Court], and by reversing the order of the Subordinate 
Magistrate, do the petitioner justice, A copy of the decision [of the] 
Criminal [Court] was filed with Mewa Lai’s petition of appeal 


No. 17. 

. Petition of Guitar, (hmld, primier in Miiapur Jail .Dated $ if A 

July, 1866. 

Cherisxxer of the Poor, may you be kept xn safety! 

The petitioner appeals to [the Court off circuit, on the grounds 
stated beigw, from an order of the Deputy Magistrate of Bihar, dated 
19th June 1866 :™ 

1. The petitioner did not commit theft at all, nor was he taken 
with stolen property in his possession. The petitioner h a 'respectable 





■ji'i as all the people. , of his village know. The-Snbordi. 
jistrato' did not have m Investigation made in the district as to the 
atifcionerV character; therefore, his decision is crude and incomplete. 

The decision of the Subordinate Magistrate was founded on 
the evidence of the witnesses, though the witnesses whoso evidence is 
recorded were all tutored, as is apparent from the style of their 
statements.- The Subordinate. Magistrate without thought or considera¬ 
tion unjustly ordered the innocent petitioner to be punished, Under 
these circumstances, the petitioner hopes that the Court will call for, 
and peruse the record of the Criminal [Court], and do the petitioner 
justice. 


Ho. |ff "■■■' 

Petition of Ahkal, GwcVa, pmmer in MUapw Jail , Patna. 

, Jah/y I860. 


Bated VMh 


Chekishbk of the ,p00B r m;ay you be kept in safety ! 

The petitioner appeals to [the Court of] circuit from an order 
passed by the Deputy Magistrate of Bihar, 1 (3tin June, 1866, 

1 . The petitioner did not steal the complainant’s property at all, 
nor was he taken with it in his possession... The story told by the 
witnesses of his being caught as he was running away with the property 
is. altogether false, and arises from their having been taught [what to 
say.] It is altogether'.untrustworthy. 

2. There has for some time been enmity between the, petitioner 
and Itwaru Kurmi, oh different accounts. He once assaulted petitioner 
without provocation on the road, and their constant quarrels at last 
drove them to the Zamindari office. Afterwards the Zatniodars bailiff, 
Gawxi Singh, colluding with Itwaru journal, falsely charged the peti¬ 
tioner with theft, making a certain widow.the complainant; and that 
very man, Itwam, .gave evidence. Accordingly . these, facts were 
clearly proved by the petitioner’s witnesses; but the Deputy Magis¬ 
trate paid no attention to the fact, 

3 . That the petitioner was once beford:convicted of theft is no 
proof that be is guilty whenever any one chooses maliciously ' to bring 
a false charge against him. The petitioner hopes, therefore, that the 
Court will call for the record and do him justice. 




mmm # mmmm: 
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I, Musarmimt Bibo, wife of Babtt Kanheya -.Lai, residing at Malialla 
Kucha Mahmud Ullah, Thaua Ghfit Kluvaja Kalan, Complainant. 

4 M 

v Whereas it is xiec. 09 .sary for me to bring a'complaint against my 
husband, Babii Kanheya Lai, for maintenance in the Criminal Court, 
and whereas 1/ from being par clan isfcin, &0 M cannot appear personally 
in Court to give evidence on oath ; 

Therefore of my own free will, having no other guardian, I have 
given authority to my father and agent, Babu Thakur Prasad, of the 
above Mahalla, that the said Babu may present the petition of com¬ 
plaint ; and any deposition that the said Babu may make on oath 
on my part, and any dooumentary evidence that he may put in, and 
any plan that he may adopt, and any questions that he may put, and 
any answers that lie may make, and any appointment of that 

he may make, are and shall be by me accepted as my own deed. 

Accordingly these few words are written as a power of attorney, 
to be used when needed. 

Dated I6f/i June 1865. 


Wo« 20. 

Petition of Thahur Dube, prisoner in MUapur Jail , Patna* Dated 1 7if 

My i860. 

Cheuisher of .the Poor, may you .be kept m safety! 

The petitioner, hoping to obtain justice, appeals on the grounds 
stated below to [the Court of] circuit, from an order of the Deputy 
Magistrate of Bihar, dated 14th June, I860. 

1, —The petitioner did not assault the complainant The peti¬ 
tioner was bailiff of M.auza Sadanpur, in which place the complainant 
was a land-tenant. There has been for some time all manner of en¬ 
mity between the complainant and himself on account of his asking 
him for the rent due to the Zemindar for land and the Zemindar's 
haying forbidden him to turn his cattle out to graze. Therefore the 
complainant out of spite brought a false charge of assault against the* 
petitioner., 

2 . '—The Deputy Magistrate convicted petitioner of assault on the 
evidence of the plaibtjpSfs three witnesses, although one of those 
witnesses was the complainant's wife’s sister’s husband, another, his 





hacl committed an assault, hut as they: were the complainant's wife’s 
sister’s husband, his sister’s husband, and his herdsman respectively, 
their evidgpce was inadmissible, and the sentence passed upon the 
petitioner in accordance with the evidence of such witnesses was alto¬ 
gether improper and unjust. Now it is for your honor to consider 
and decide this. 

3,—The true story of the assault is this. The complainant and 
his herdsman had been drinking tan, and assaulted each other while 
so intoxicated. On that day tiro petitioner was very ill, and insensible, 
from fever. Accordingly it was clearly proved by the petitioner’s three 
witnesses that, the petitioner was ill, and that an assault took place 
between the complainant and his herdsman when they were both 
drunk with tan , The complainant’s charge, then, should have been 
dismissed ; but the Deputy Magistrate exercising no consideration, or 
justice, ordered the petitioner to be imprisoned. The petitioner hopes 
that this Court will call for and examine the criminal record, and, 
reversing the Deputy Magistrate’s order, clear the petitioner [of the 
charge], and order Ms release. 


No. 21. 

% Singh, complainant, through Mutts//1 Daman Lai unit 
male Lai, walcik. Mated \Mk Mar oh, 1805. 

(Plaint). . 

of the late Darbhich Singh, by casid Raj- 
sharer of Mauza Kawaich Ganga, 


Rarndhari Singh, son 
put, resident and. proprietary 
guana, Ghaiydspdr; 

verms .• 

The Santanant Ram, a Shrauartlyani fakir, residing in 

Mauza Balchtiya rpur, perpetual lessee of 5 dam, and lessee of 9 annas 
Q dii : m in the said Mama Bam Tahal Singh, son of the late Indarjifc 
Singh, agent;—and .Kashi Singh, son of the late Bharkandi Singh, 
and°Rhatu Singh, son of the late Kharukdari Singh, bailiffs and servants 
of the aforesaid Gosain Babban, residing in the aforesaid Mauza 
Bakhtiylrpur, Pergunua Ghaiyaspur. 

This is a suit to recover the sum of Company’s Rupees 292-15 
annas, being the value of Mraw, masur and flax, the produce of 13 
bndias 10 bis was of cultivated land, paying rent in cash, situated 
in Mauza Bakhtiyarpur, Pergunna Ghaiyaspur. 







1273 p f, 

X complaint against the defendants on the grounds state 
the details of the case will he given in the written statement. 

X hope that the Court will summon the defendants a: 
them to pav the amount claimed with costs and interest up ti 
of payment. 

[The order on the petition appears in the original but has 

t l . ] 


Petition of Gduescikdij, Mukht&v, ou the part of RomUpai lew®)joi . 
himself and also as guardian of his brother Chandrapat Tetvgri,a 
lunatic, decree-holders. Dated 12 th September, 1863. 

So BSTANCE OF PETITION. 

That after deducting the sum due by petitioner to the judgment 
debtor, orders may be issued for the sale of his property for realisation 
'•'rtf the balance due bv him to the petitioner under a decree. 


My clients, decree-holders, have pat in an application for execu ¬ 
tion of a decree for the sum of its. 206-10-2, which application is 
now awaiting your decision. On the part of the judgment-debtor 
also a separate application is pending before Mr. Worsley, Deputy 
Collector, for execution of a decree for money. Accordingly on my 
putting in an objection on the part of my clients, the decree-holders, 
a deduction, wu made of Bs. 149-2-5, which the judgment-debtor 
had demanded contrary to the Collectors decision, dated 29th August 
1866, - which only decreed him as against nay clients the sum of Bs. 
95-14-5. I now make this application praying that the Court will 
call for the record of Mr. Worsley, the Deputy Collector, and, 
deducting the sum of E s. 95-14-5., being the amount due by my 
.-clients to the judgment-debtor from, the amount dne to iny clients 
under their decree, realise the remainder by sale of the judgment 
debtor’s property which has been confiscated (F.). 

(The proceedings on the plaint are not translated,) 
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Petition of Ckmtlfy Mahio, of . j\Iahvla Bddlj}hm^ mlihMdf bf Mm#a 
BakMfmy Chile Sangrim, Bergimm Samlle^ AMmaMd^ aordplaihmt.. 


Bated Mb Sejntmfar, I860. 

SSHsiai 



Chhatfi, son of Tilofel Kom;, of Mahalla SacUkpilr^ om of the 
Mahallas of the City of Patna,' cultivator of Maim Baldisbii, Ohak 
Sangram, Pergumia Hawelie, A zimabad ; 


versus 


Mu^fflwat BlbT WUhida, Zamitidar of Mail 2 a Bakhshfi, Cliak 
Sangram, Pergunna Hawelle, Azlmabad, and Mueakib All, her servant, 
of Maiialla Sadikpur, one oi the Mahallas of the City of Patna, chief 
defendants, and Chet Mahato, of the said Mahalla Sadikpur, nominal 
defendant 

This suit is brought under Section 6 [ Section XXIII ] of Act X 
of 1853, to recover possession of 4 katthas, 10 dlrtlrs of land, paying 
rent in cash, in which complainant has a right of occupancy [literally, 
f( old cultivation”] situated in Mauza Bakhsltu, Chak Sangr-am, Pergimna 
Hawelie, Aalmabad—estimated profit, Rs. 30. On the 1st of Sawan 1273, 
.Fusil, the defendants ejected the complainant from the aforesaid;tenure, 
and gave, it to Chet Mahato, another cultivator. The cause of action 
arose on the above elate. 


■ 


it 


Cherish er oe the Poor, mat you be kept in safety ! 

The petitioner.prefers the above claim against the aforesaid; de¬ 
fendants, The substance of the statement of claim is as follows* 

4 bis was, 10 dhfirs of land, paying rent in cash, which has long 
been in the occupancy of petitioner, being a portion of the female 
dm'endanfcts share, has been in the petitioners possession'for more than 
12 years, under paHd and ' Jmdxdvy&t • executed by him, Accordingly 
the defendants gave the petitioner a pctfta for .cultivation, and took a 
kttbfiliyat from him up to 1272, F. In 1273, F., the. petitioner culti¬ 
vated the land by verbal agreement, paying the rent, which amounts to 
Its. 2"1 per annum, Accordingly at the time for cultivation in 
12.74 , F, the -petitioner sowed radishes and other vegetables; When 
the radishes and vegetables were ready the defendants demanded 
the rent. Accordingly ho paid the rent for 1274, F., also; 
but the defendants gave him no receipt* On the 1st: of Sawan 
the defendants w.j|h dishonest intentions sent for petitioner, and 
demanded an increase of rent. The. petitioner did not consent. Therefore 


Vp 




fenclafcts ejected Kira from "that land, and. made urrangimon 
)e nominal defendant., Chet Mahato, though the defendants 
o power to take away a tenure/ but only to collect their tent 
The petitioner therefore prays that the defendants may fee summoned, 
and that he may again be put in possession of his tenure, the boundaries 
of which are as follows. 

# * #' ‘X- * * * 'X, 


Wo. 21 : 

Plaint, 

Ll&ja Mmiy Ghmdharl, and Ham Met Singh, C7mudJw% complainants, 
through Gopl Nath, Gang a Bishun, IBanhan Jj&l Sfamkar 

Lilly and Gursahag, waJclfe, dated 15/i September 1865, 

Raja Ram, Chaudhari, and Bam Hct Singh, Ohaudhaii, both 
Babhans by caste, residing m Mauza Barhauna, Pergutma Sarau$$| 
District Tirhoot, and malifa mdlgumr of Mauza Husain pur Paibaki, 
iiaepura MSI wan, Chafe Mailm, and Sangarpura, Pergnmaa Saura, 
District Patna; 

versus 

. Prabhu jRS-y, Ajudhiya Panre, Bharosi, Jagu Ray, Sanylfe Rang 
LSI Ray, Jagu Ray, Harihar Ray, and Kaja Ray, all of the aforesaid 
Rftepiira, Maiwan ; and Gopal Ray, and Dalian Ray, both of Pandit 
ganj, Pergunna $awra, District Pativa. 

This suit is- brought to recover 1,086 maunds/27 seers, 7 chUtaoka 
of grain, out of 2,178 maunds, 14 seers, 13 chit tacks of grain, the 
produce of the Rati crop, as detailed below, on account of an 8 
anna proprietary share out of 16 annas of Mauza Raepura Malwiin, 
Pergiuma Saura, District Patna, after deducting the sBar.es of the other 
sharers. The whole of the grain, after the cultivators share had been 
divided, was on the threshing floor. On 29th March and 3rd April 
1863.' the defendants forcibly carried off the grain in question. If the 
complainants cannot obtain the grain, they sue to recover the ralue of 
ii in all Rs. 878, 7 annas, 1J pie, being Rs. 755-114$ principal, and 
Rs. 22242-0 interest. The cause of action arose on the day when the 
• grain was carried off. The complainants sue the defendants tor 
3is. 078-7-1principal and interest, the value of ^he grain. They 
pray the Court to summon the defendants according to the rules of the 
and to order them to pay the amount claimed above, with costs 
and JUi/o/vit up to the day of payment, that so the petitioners may 
obtain their rig.. 1 .; 
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jrn of Mi'MimM Badshiih "Begum, me of tie difenctanU, Appellant* 
through Manlavl JalSdBMua and IWmdi Mtdl Sdhdg, Wdkik, dated 
to tk April, 1866. 

APPEAL• I ! IU)M THE IPllTtfCIPAL SUBBER AmiN, 

Musaritnafc Jlya Khan am, relict of the late Mirza Zahur A)i t purchaser 
' and owner, of the house hi dispute, residing in Mulialla Chauk 
Shikarpur, one of the Mahallas of tin city of Patna; 

versus . ■ 

Musammat Badshah Begam, relict of the late Mkza Abu’ Hasan, of 
Mahalla Chauk Shlkavpur, one of the Mahallas of the city of Paten 
(the seizor of the house in dispute), and Musamraat Hanko, by caste 
Kfa-mis, of Mahatla ttanlpur, and Muni, by caste Darudgur, of 
jVIahalta Akara Mansha, in Mahalla Moghalpura, one of the Mahallas 
of the city of Patna, purchasers of all the real property on the estate, 
Musammat Badshah Begam, before one of the- defendants, now 
appellant, appeals from a decision of Maulvi Saiyad Sakhawat Husain 
Khan Bahadur, Principal Sadder Amin of Patna, dated 2nd March 
1866, concerning a groundless suit for possession of two houses masonry 
•and mud, entire and complete, with materials and land, situated in Ohauk 
Sl.lkarpnr, one of the Mahallas of the city of Patna; estimated value 
Company’s Its. 1,600, which the above respected Court red |||d to.an 
estimate of Its. 725, giving a decree against the petitioner. Hoping 
that the aforesaid decision may be reversed, and a decree given against 
the complainant, the respondent, for the sum of Es. 725; the appellant 
appeals on the grounds mentioned below to the Judge of the city of 

The complainant sued only for possession of the house, and 
up to the day when the case was decided, took no steps to amend, her 
r l«int so as to show that the materials of the house had been appro¬ 
priated. As for the application which she put in on'the day of trial, 
stating'that the house had been pulled down, and asking that an estimate 
tumhCbe made of its value, it so changed the whole form of the case 
that new issues should have been fixed, and fresh evidence brought. 
Under those circumstances, the plaint in its present form should have 
been dismissed. Moreover, it was irregular to ghc a decree as to. the 
value of the materials, 

2. It is quite evident from the decision of the SubordiK;_ 
Court that the real value of the materials was not prop ' H f 
price of materials and land together, as specified cls< - 








3. The appellant's statement, that the house had been purchased 
fay the late Mirza Abul Hasan, from whom botlx parties inherit, was 
clearly proved by Her witnesses y an examination of the Income Tax 
returns would have further-' proved' its accuracy. AppeUant was 
further prepared to produce the receipt for the QhawmhMr\ tax and the 
notice issued by the Deputy Magistrate when the case, was under 
decision ; but (those documents) were rejected by the Court. Tims the 
decision of the former Court, under which the appellants 4-arma 
share is not deducted, it incorrect. 

4. The aforesaid notice showed that the house in dispute was 
old and out. of repair, and had been ordered to be pulled down,-as there 
was danger of ita falling, by the Criminal Court. The appellant, there¬ 
fore, sold the materials to different people for Rs. 400. The order of the 
Court of .first instance giving possession of the lamb and lb. 735 in addi¬ 
tion as the value of the house, is far from being just What remains to bo 
said will bo brought forward when the case is argued (in. Court). 
Under these •'circimistanc.es, the •appellant hopes that this Court will 
reverse the decision of the Subordinate Court, and thus do her justice. 


No. 2th 

Petition of Bihar! Lai, Muhhi&r, for Smbhular and Jvhala Singh\ 
A0\iUauis, Dated \)th March, 1868.. 

Pmmon. of Appeai. 

Chekishbk of the- Pooh, may tou be kept in safety! 

My clients’ appeal to your Honor under Section 434 of Act 
XXV of 1.861, on the grounds' stated below/ froth an order of the 
Deputy Magistrate of Barb, dated 26th February 1866, in the case of 
Pliagu Singh, against my clients for mischief,' by which order my 
clients were sentenced each to pay u fine of Rs. 50, or in: default to 
suffer one month's imprisonment 

1* From the complainant's' deposition, taken the 15th' January 
1860, as also from the proceedings of the respected gentleman named 
above, it is evident that in this case the real matter in dispute wm the 
proprietary right and possession of, the land, Accordingly it is 
manifest from the deposition of the complainant himself that the laud 






j$L^tho embankment on which tire earth was thrown were not St^dl 
^possession, amt there is a claim on the part of my clients to the pro¬ 
prietary right ami the possession of that land. Hence under Circular 18, 
elated 12th December 1861, this case was not cognizable by a criminal 
Court, and therefore the sentence passed in opposition [to that circular] 
was illegal. 

2 , The above respected Magistrate records that the defendants, 
that is, rny clients, claim the possession, but show no proof of it. My 
Lord! such a decision coming from the above Magistrate is manifestly 
injurious to the proprietary right and to the possession of my 
clients; indeed the sentence passed in pursuance of that decision 
has the effect of electing ray clients ; that such a decision should bo 


This case cannot stand under the head of mischief, for, in. the 
:,,a” ,riveh in Act XLV of 1860, no such case as this is to be 





mcing the petitioner to six months’ rigorous imprisonment foi 
of trust under Section 406, in pursuance of which order 
the petitioner, is now in confinement. 

My Lord 1 The petitioner is perfeetly innocent; and his innocence 
is shown as follows,'- The petitioner met the complainant at Mirzapur, 
where the complainant requested him to negotiate a marriagefor him, 
promising a reward of Rs. 1,000. The petitioner, on the faith of that 
promae, negotiated the marriage, but the complainant gave him nothing 
but two chains, which he afterwards accused the petitioner of stealing, 
being afraid lesfc the petitioner should convict him before tile people 
of his caste of breaking his word. 

The petitioner, therefore, prays that, under these circumstances, 
you will look at the copy of the final order, and then, calling for and 
examining the record, you will release him as innocent. .Dated 'oth 
February 1866. 


No. 28. 

petition of Bihart Ldl and Saiyad Kurban All, MvMtdrs , and Mmshl 
Darslum ldl , vakil) on behalf of Glcmcmdl .Bdi } defendant and 
prisoner, Appellant. Dated 26th March 3 1866. 

Petition of Appeal. 

CilEEISHEa OF THE POOH, MAT YOU BE KEPT IN SAFETY ! 

Our client appeals to the Circuit Court from an order passed by 
the Deputy Magistrate of Bihar, 26th February, 1866, in the case of 
Karam All, against our client, sentencing our client to two years’ 
imprisonment for being in possession of stolen property. The grounds 
of appeal arc as follows :— 

h it is nowhere shown in the record that our client received or 
kept die stolen property., knowing it to be stolen. The sentence of 
imprisonmem therefore, that has been passed upon him ought to 
bo reversed. 

2, Our client has nothing to do with the curtain which was 
found in the search of Ritan Rai’s house. Although Ritan Rai is 
our client’s nephew, he nevertheless lives in a separate house. Ritan 
Kai himself acknowledged in the course of his statement that the 
property was found in his house. Then, as the stolen property was 
found in the Ritan Rai’s house,, the aforesaid crime is not brought 
home to our client according to law and justice. 
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3. It has been clearly proved by the witnesses for the de 
that our client and Bitan Bai live in separate houses. The punishment 
of our client should therefore be remitted. 

4. Bak&rmal and Ritan Rai, are the people who sold the stolen 
property; our client was not even the seller thereof ; there can be 
no doubt, then, that our client had no connection with them. In. 
short, the crime is not proved against our client by the actual facts 
which appear in the record. 

5. We pray, therefore, that the Court will receive this appeal, 
and, after calling for, and examining the record, reverse the order 
passed by the above respected Magistrate, that so our client may 
obtain justice 

No. 29. 

- . \ 

Petition of Haiti Kailaspati Narayan Singh, Defendant. Dated 1st, Dec¬ 
ember, 1863. Through Ms mukhtar and servant, Ldlfl Sakai. 

Substance op Petition. 

Petitioner prays that his defence may be taken through his 
Mukhtar. 

Cherishes. of the Poor, may you be kept in safety ! 

In the case of Bankar Singh a summons has been issued to Bahu 
Kailaspati Narayan Singh, defendant, to appear and answer to the 
charge. As the defendant is ill just now, and generally objects to 
appear in Court, be presents, this petition, praying that by the favour 
of the Court, bis answer may be taken through his Mukhtar, Laljl 
Sakai. ■ 


No. 30. 

Petition of Saiyad A hmdd Hussein and Midnjan, let Party, of Dost 
MohamviadpUr, and Pdrsardy. Dated ZOth July, 1864. Through 
their MuMdilrs, Bmicunth Otiose and Saiyad Zul Dakar All. 

Substance of Petition. 

That this petition be received and order made accordingly. 
Cherisher of the Poor, may you be kept tn safety! 

In the case of Laljl, Gwala, 1st party, against Kanhal and Badri, 
2nd party, on account of a quarrel as to the possession of 58 
blghas of cultivated land, called Inglis, and situated in Mauza Dost 
Mohammadpur Janarjanpur, a notice has been issued by the Court to 





( a? ) . 

to put iii a written statement with reference to the posse 
‘siw the land], and to show cause why they should not enter into 
a bond [to keep the peace], We accordingly bring forward our 
objections as follows :—* 

L The 58 big has of cultivated land known as Inglis and situ¬ 
ated in. Manza Dost Mohammad pur Janarjanpur have been in the 
possession of Laljl, Gw&la, 1st party, and cultivated by him from the 
beginning of 1270 Fasli up to the present time, being held by him 
under u document of lease executed by our clients, and dated 1st of 
Asin 1270 Fasli, at the rate of one rupee twelve annas per bighft, ex¬ 
tending to the year 1274 Fasli. Rent is paid accordingly. This year 
also the said 1st party has ploughed the said lands and sown them with 
i#e and bhacldi [crops that ripen in the month Bhatlon.] The 2nd 
party wishes to dispossess the cultivator by committing an affray. 

2, There is an old quarrel between our clients and Munshi 
Sharfti’ddin and Anuru’ddin about the purchase of the land. It is for 
that reason that, although the term of the lease has not yet expired, 
the above-mentioned persons wish, by committing an affrayy to dispossess' 
the 1st party, who is lessee, and m actual possession. This is for the 
Court to decide, 

!L Then, as the lands in dispute have been in the possession of 
the 1st party, and cultivated by him from 1270 Fasli up to the present 
time, and as the lease has not yet expired, and ho has sown the lands 
this year also ; and as Sharfu’ddln, Amrt'u’ddln, and others have appoint¬ 
ed. Badri, Kanha'i' arid others' hew cultivators, and attempt to disposes 
the 1st party, the quarrel is in every respect on the side of the 2nd party. 
There is no quarrel on the part of our clients, Slmrfu’ddin and others 
wish to dispossess the 1st party illegally rather than to bring a regular 
suit for possession in the Civil Court. We, therefore, pray that the 
Court will dispense with any bond on the side of the 1st party, and 
take a bond with security from the 2nd party. 



No, 31. 

Petition of Shaikh Mohammad Ah, Complainant, of Kanwa Koh } Tlulna 
Ckauk Kalan, one of the MahaUas of the CUy of Patna .Dated 
10 lit Mai/, 1866. 

Substance of Petition- 

Petitioner prays that the Court will accept his deed of compromise 
and strike the case off the file. 





( '«& ) .. v • 

ftlSHER OF THE POOR, MAT YOU BE KEPT IN SAFETY ! 

The petitioner charged Shakran with assault, in the criminal Court 
of Patna. The case was made over to this Court, and Is now under 
trial. The petitioner’s neighbours have advised him to accept a com¬ 
promise ; lie therefore puts a deed of compromise into Court, praying 
that it may be accepted, and that the case may be struck off the file. 

The petitioner has represented the truth. 

Petitioner recognised as Shaikh Mohammad All by Mirza Wilayat 
All, Mukhtfir. (His own signature). 


No. 32. 

.. . .. , -• W' 

Petition of Jagu Lai, iWukJtMr , on. behalf of MUntah, Wd/tid Al%, Rdm- 
c/iaran, Nan&u, Naurang, Lachman, and Pachaufi, Paled Wi 
August 1866. 

Substance of Petition. 

Petitioner prays that summonses may be issued to the witnesses. 

Cherishes, of the Pooh, mat you be kept in safety ! 

Yesterday, 6th August 1866, in the case of Makmidl, Hajjam, 
against my clients, your worship ordered my clients themselves to 
bring the witnesses for the defence. My clients have asked the 
witnesses to attend in your Court, but the witnesses will not come at 
their request. Under these circumstances, I pray the Court to summon 
the witnesses named in the statements of my clients. 


No. 33. 

Petition of Mukundi, Complainant, of Omle Shah Ishdlc, Chuuk, 
Lodlkatra, one of the Mahatias of the City of Patna. Dated this 
Ath August 1866. 

Substance of Petition. 

Petitioner prays that a compromise may be allowed. 

Chemshek of the Poor, may you be kept in safety ! 

The petitioner charged Prasad, Jhumak, &c. ; with assault. The 
case was made over to this Court, and is now under trial. The people 
of the petitioner’s Mahalla and his respectable neighbours have strongly 
advised him [to withdraw the charge], and a reconciliation has 
taken place between the petitioner and the defendants. The petitioner 




m 34. 

Petition of Brij Bihari Ldl, Mulchtar. Bated 28th July, 1806. 

' .Substance of 'Pe^itioh. 

Petitioner prays that he may obtain an authenticated copy. 
CllEKISHER OF THE POOB, MAY YOU BE KEPT IN SAFETY ! 

It ib necessary that the petitioner should have an authenticated 
copy of the decision of Eai Fakir Chanel Cal, Deputy ..Magistrates 
dated 2nd December 1865, in which he" fines five defendants', in the 
case of Kturjan GftmyE, of Gaurlyatoli Mat warn of Maim Narotampur, 
versus Balak, Gwala, Sohar, Chamrnan, Chandan, and others, for cutting 
off the supply of water contained in the reservoir of Mama Narotam- 
piir,, The petitioner, therefore, presents this petition, praying that an 
order be issued to the wiitcTS in the office to furnish him with a copy 
of the above decision, authenticated by seal and signature. The peti¬ 
tioner puts in with this petition a piece of blank stamped paper for the 
copy; the value of the stamp is eight annas. 




'Petition of your bumble servant Bhopa, resident of the Moumh of A Mm 
ffuglct, within ike . limits of the Tkana of BegmnS&d. Mated HU 
., August^ 1865. 

Ordered, that this case be made over to Mr-Walker, Deputy 
Magistrate. 

Puo'jramw m* tee Poor, Uatl 1 

1 make charge of assault, and of forcible seizure of certain articles 
enumerated below, against the herein-mentioned Jus Ram, Zalina, Snbh 
Deo, Budha, Balk a, Bihkharee, Jujjoo, Daultit, and Dhurba, defendants, 
residents of the village of Akhoo Nugla, near the Thana of Begnmabi|, 
before the Criminal Court of the Zillah • of Meerut. This is the 
statement of my case. To-day, at about 8 A, M-, Zaiim, one of the 
defendants, was grazing an o’# and a mare in your petitioner's field. 
When your humble servant ordered the defendant to desist, they 
commenced beating me. T. fled to my house, and they ran after mo ; 
in short, they burst into my house and beat me with sticks, and after 
plundering my effects went away. I meanwhile cried out and made 
an alarm, when the villagers came and saw the fact with their own eyes. 
I also lodged .information of. the affair at the Police office, but no 
enquiries were made about the matter. I have now presented a petition 
to your honor in hopes of obtaining justice, and humbly request that 
you will condescend to have' an investigation hold as to the truth of 
your humble servant's statement, so that the defendants may be 
punished by the authorities. 

List of Propektt. 

Two thalees ; one lotah ; one hookah; one white sheet; one phgree, 

Deo&ubn Shooicbe, 

Translator . 

Ho. 36. 

Petition of your humble servant mut/mti Zemdddr of the village of Gfhjah. 
in your Honor's division of Meerut , Mated \Mk May, 1858, 
Oehbr,— 1 The petitioner is recommended to effect the settlement 
himself according to the orders received, 13th May 1858. 




ifSTBACT, —-This petition, which comes under cognizance.of t 
fSrmiina] Court,, is to the following effect: that whereas your humble 
servant desired in accordance'with a previous order to bring his village 
under cultivation, and cultivators came into the village, to settle there, 
certain marauders would not refrain from their lawless actions. Under 
these circumstances, the settlement of cultivators in the village cannot 
be effected without the assistance of Governmentyour petitioner hopes 
that an order may be issued to the Tahsiklar directing him to appoint 
a mounted Policeman to protect the, 'cultivators. 


PnoTEcmi of the Poor, Kail! * 

Your worship is well acquainted with the state of utter deso¬ 
lation of 12 biswas of the village of Gehjah, the zemindarl of 
your humble servant; however, this is a brief statement of the 
ease ; marauders from the villages of Seewal and Koorali,. &c,, have 
laid that village waste to such an extent that up to the present 
time it does not present the appearance of having been cultivated, 
Now his honor the former Collector gave orders to levy the revenue for 
the Khurif harvest of 1265 and the spring harvest of 1264 Fusil 
from the marauders, and your petitioner received the following directions: 
“ the Lumberdar must provide for the cultivation of the village, for the 
revenue of the spring harvest of the Fusli year 1265 shall be exacted 
from the turnbardar.” It is true. Oh Protector of the Poor I that obedi¬ 
ence to the orders of Governors is incumbent on all, but your humble 
servant is sore perplexed, for, from dread of the marauders the village 

iT) 

cannot be peopled, and'if any cultivator wishes to settle there, the mar¬ 
auders prevent him ; now let your worship take this fact into considera¬ 
tion, that payment of the Government revenue depends on the presence 
of cultivators in the village, and it is impossible to cultivate and people 
the village without help from the authorities ; therefore your humble 
servant being perfectly helpless, hopes that your honor will consider the 
case, and will graciously please to issue an order to the Tahsildiir of She 
Huzur Tahsll of Mirat for the appointment of amounted Police¬ 
man, under whose protection the. cultivation of the village may be 
effected, so that there may be no difficulty in raising the crops of the 
autumn harvest of 1266. And your petitioner, &o. 

Deokubn Shook cb, 

Translator. 


( 32 ) 

'No. 37. 

of MmsammM Purano, a widow note living at the village 
AunmgoMd, within Ike jurisdiction of the Mir at .Kolwdlu Dated 
31*/ October, 1859 jL J). 

Order, —The Kotwai is to order the person mentioned by peti¬ 
tioner (literally the other party) to desist from troubling her. 

Abstract. —Tins petition coming under the cognizance of the 
Criminal Court, is to the following effect :—" Tour petitioner is a 
widow, and Jaisi, a resident of the village of Unjiili, oppressed her 
as follows: he appropriated to his own use all her husband’s property 
and cast her forth ; and ever since your humble petitioner took up her 
abode at the village of Aurungabad, the said Jaisi has been in the habit 
of coming to her house and using violence towards her, and abusing 
her. Petitioner prays that an order may be issued to the Kotwai to 
compel the defendant to desist from this persecution. 

‘Protector or the Poop/ Hail! yotjt.i worship. 

The case stands thus; your humble servant was married to 
Earn Singh Mahajan, an inhabitant of Uftchowli, within the juris¬ 
diction of the Meerut Kotwali. Ten years ago, by the will of 
Providence, her husband died, and your petitioner thereafter lived 
sometimes at the house of the above-mentioned Jaisi, and sometimes 
with her father. Now the said Jaisi fraudulently appropriated the 
property left by your petitioner’s husband, and also your petitioner’s 
private property. When your humble servant asked for it, he drove 
your petitioner out of the house without leaving her a farthing, and 
oven used personal violence, so that she being helpless, determined* 
through fear of the said Jaisi, to live at Aurangabad, a village in 
the jurisdiction of the Mirat Kotwali; however, that shortsighted 
fellow has not yet desisted from persecuting her, and as your humble 
servant is a. helpless widow, she has presented this petition to your 
honor in hopes that you will condescend to have orders issued .to the 
Mirat Kotwali to compel the defendant to desist from further persecu¬ 
tion- Eespccfc forbids him to add more. 

Deokuun Shookle, 

Translator t 

No. 38. 

Petition of gnur humble servant Jtiivahir } inhabitant of Loot/ VTtahpnr 
Ndgar^ijlfhdna JPurwhal Qurh . Dated &Qth August s 1855 A, D, 
Order.-— JLet the .petition'be filed with tho record, 20th August 1855. 
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sjmta of the Poor, Hail! 

V hereas your exulted highness summoned me, your petitioner, on 
the charge of fraud, at the complaint of Budh Sing and Sair Sing, plain- 
tii% coparceners in the village of Lootf Ullahpur Nagar, Thaua 
Purichafc Gurh, and then committed me to custody, the fact is, your 
worships that your humbl e servant is not guilty, for when your humble 
servant, in the suit which followed the application of the plaintiff 
Khushalu to obtain possession and have her name registered, pre¬ 
sented a petition in connection with that case before the MunsifFs Court 
of Hapur in these words, “ the complaint is made bond fide on the part 
of the plaintiff herself, and the said plaintiff is still living, and there are 
many witnesses to that factthe Munsiff refused to record the state¬ 
ment of the witnesses, and struck the case off the file. Now, under 
these circumstances, an injustice was done the said plaintiff, for, if the 
Munsiff had condescended to summon the witnesses mentioned by 
your humble servant, and had recorded their evidence, it is certain that 
such a gratuitous piece of treachery would never have been practised 
by Boodh Sing, &o,, but now from your honor's sense of justice there 
can be no manner of doubt but that lying will not prosper ; hence I 
have laid before you this representation by way of petition for the 
production of the witnesses, and hope that you will kindly have the 
witnesses summoned through the agency of the Thanadar of Parichat 
Gurh, and have their evidence recorded, so that the fact of the truth¬ 
fulness of your humble servant may be established; were I to say 
more, I should transgress the limits of propriety. 

Names of WitkissS.es. 



Names of those witnesses who are 
inhabitants of Jay. 

Names of those witnesses who are 
inhabitants of Lootf Ullahpur 
Nagar. 



' ““ ■ -— 1 ——-*--■- ——-—— 





Deokcrk Shookle, 

Translator. 

Names of witnesses from Narfa 
Sahoo .- -. . - -... 
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Petilim ofi/onr humlle servant Piyetri Ldl, inhabitant, of the City of Meerut> 
in ike Ckak Shikustah quarter, {sent from) Ms residence at ike 
Mussoorie kills , in jbctnctour .Baz&r. Dated 31 si August, 1859 A. it. 
On the arrival (of this petition) by post, orders were issued that 
it should be entered in the office, 2nd September, 1859 A, T). 

No. 2. 

Petition under Act IV"' of 1840 A. IX, to the Criminal Court, 
against the (herein) mentioned Kishna, Brahmin, resident of the city of 
Meerut, in the Chak Shikustah Mahalla, in the matter of the construction 
of a certain new window, and also applying to have the said 
window stopped up, as it is a recent construction; moreover, he 
(Kishna) threatens a breach of the peace. If the appearance of your 
humble servant be necessary, then he will present himself before the 
Court after a month. Your petitioner hopes that, until the appearance 
of your humble servant, the said Kishna may be prohibited from 
proceeding with the window. 

Protector of the Poor, Hail ! 

I, your humble servant, lodge a complaint under Act IV of 1840, 
in the Criminal Court, of the Zillah of Meerut, against the said Kishna 
Brahmin, resident of the city of Meerut, in the Chak Shikustah quarter, 
about the construction of a certain new window. The facts of the 
case are as follows : Six months ago, your humble servant came to 
live here at the Mussoorie hills for the purpose of carrying on business 
as a shop-keeper. Ten days after your humble servant’s back was 
turned, tbe aforesaid Kishna had a new window constructed right oppo¬ 
site to the building (which forms) the zenanah of your humble servant; 
from its construction the privacy of your humble servant’s dwelling 
is clearly violated. When the people of the house of your humble 
servant spoke to the above-mentioned (Kishna) to stop the construc¬ 
tion of the said window, then the said Kishna poured forth a torrent 
of abuse and threatened to iise violence and there being no other 
man in your humble servant’s house except his brother, who is hut 
10 years of age, the rest being women, they, through terror and fear 
. of their lives remained silent. Sir, so violent, is the oppression that 
your humble servant is exposed to from the said Kishna that till 
now such tyranny was never practised towards any one in the realm 
yet. In the dominions of the Government, the tiger and the goat 
drink water at one Glrit, Moreover, from the construction of tlie said 


JBXww, the privacy of fom humble servants, dwelling is eyidenUyJ 
Vraiited. On this account I present this petition to your honor, and 
hope that your honor will order an enquiry to he made into the matter, 
by the Ivo.twal of Meerut, from my neighbours, and have redress done, 
and that orders may be issued to the Kotwal of Meerut to stop the 
building of the new window. The said Kishna is also a turbulent 
fellow, and is always quarrelling with everybody. For instance, the 
said Kislma had a quarrel with his own brother, and his case was tried 
in the Criminal Court of the Ziilali of Meerut, and the fact oi 
his being bound over to keep the peace on his personal recognizance 
is recorded in your honor’s office; moreover, he has let his house to men 
of bad character, and lias intoxicating drugs sold there without a license 
from morn till flight; 30 or 60 fellows remain in his house drinking 
charas-and bhang and singing profane songs. Your honor, be pleased to 
institute strict enquiries into this, and to issue an ord&r to the Kotwal 
of Meerut to have the window stopped up, as well as to inspect the 
dwelling of the aforesaid Kisbna Brahmin, so that justice may be done 
to your humble servant. Your humble servant is a respectable person, 
whereas bad characters, frequent his (Kishna’s) house, and these fellows 
bear false witness. Were I to say more, I should transgress the bounds 
of propriety. May the sun of your affluence and prosperity continue 
to shine. If your humble servant’s presence be necessary, he will 
present himself in a month. No more. 

Deokurh Shook.ee, 

j Translator* 


, No. 40* 

AnsTRAOT.-In the case of Ganeshram, prosecutor, versus myself 
and Mustsammat Kesur Bahu, my mother, on a false charge of criminal 
breach of trust, my mother has been summoned by your honor. I, there 
fore, pray that the enquiry may first be directed as against myself, and 
on proof of the charge, whatever orders will be given by your honor, I 
will obey. May summons for the attendance of my mother be stayed 
for the present. 

■ m 

Protector op the Poor, Hah. ! 

Ganeshram, prosecutor, having brought a false complaint ot 
criminal breach of trust against me and Mussammat Kesar Bahu, my 
mother, has caused summons to be issued by the Court for my mother s 
attendance. Sir, the prosecutor’s statement is entirely false, and is 

made only to injure ao 1 disgrace me, because my mother iV of 



v \ 
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s^ft, caste, and does not appear before the*public. The prosecu 
object is to injure my reputation. He lias not lost any property. 
He lives in the house as a tenant. His sons have often desired to have 
criminal intercourse with my mother, and she remonstrated against it, 
saying that she belonged to a respectable caste, and that they should 
not cast an evil eye on her. In fact, this circumstance had many a 
times occasioned a'tumult in the street. On this account, out of enmity, 
the prosecutor has put in a false complaint, and wishes that my mother 
should appear in the Court, and thereby suffer disrepute. As your 
honor is just, and as the said prosecutor has made me also a defendant 
in the case, I present this petition, ancl pray that your goodness will 
first order an enquiry to be instituted into it a* against me, and then on 
proof of the charge, whatever order will be passed by your honor, I will 
implicitly obey. May my mother’s attendance at present be dispensed 
with. 

(Signed) Girmiar Das, 
son of Muss a mrndt Kesar BaUu, the opposite party, 

residents of street Nandan Sdhu, 

Dated '23rd 'February, 1865. 

Ordered, that this petition may be brought up on the appointed 

day. 

(True translation) 

Deokurn Shookxe, 

Translator. 

Dated 23 rd February, 1865. 


No. 41. 

Supporter of the Poor, Hail ! 

I beg to submit the following defence in the case of Kanda 
Mai and Makban tall, petitioners ; charge, criminal breach of trust. 

I am a broker by profession ancl also deal in scarves. 1 pro¬ 
cure from mahajans articles in my own name, after they are entered 
in their books, and sell them, paying the fixed price to the mahajans, 
and keeping the profit to myself. According to my constant practice 
in the past, I got these articles from, the prosecutors, and was 
trying to dispose of them. Before I had yet sold them or appropriat¬ 
ed their price, and when I was only looking out to make a bargain, 
an altercation occurred between me and Ramhjee about same cloth 
dealings, which 1 reported to the ICal Bhsdro Police station. Pro¬ 
secutors’ articles are still forthcoming. No misappropriation has been 
made nor have they yet been sold, and v lien the Police went to my 




( 87 ) 

forthwith made oyer the articles to them, Before this, 
hearing of the prosecution, I had offered to make over the articles 
to the prosecutors. Hence it is worthy of consideration what dishon¬ 
esty I have committed in this case, or wt at offence of misappropriation 
or criminal breach of trust have I done which made tdle prosecutors- 
bring this groundless and entirely false complaint against me, and cause 
ray being put in custody? Justice lies with your honor. There are 
witnesses mentioned in the margin of thjg petition to prove the offer 
to return or produce the articles. Besides the prosecutors’ own books* 
and other witnesses, can prove my statement. I pray that* in con- 
sidemtion of the said circumstances* the case may be dismissed, and 
the prosecutors punished for bringing a false charge. 

(Signed) Sheopeestiad, 

Bated Marc/i, 1865, Defendant. 

Names of witnesses, <fec. 

(True translation) 

Deokoen Shookm, 
Translator of Me Govt. SecttK W. P. 



No, 42. 


Detract from the Report of the Police of Me Bkei&pura Division, in the 
Town of Benares. 'Dated iStk January, 1866. 

This morning, at about 8 o’clock, Sheikh Abdul Karim, formerly 
Barogha of the Rajah of Vizianagram, resident of street Nawabgaiy, 
came and reported that in the, morning, as he got up from his bed, he 
saw all his things lying open; that two openings had been made through 
the wall; that the locks of the door were unopened, but the door was 
left open; that a small boat which contained two pairs of new white 
and red shawls, Bs. 300, and seven goldmohurs, &c., besides a tunic, a 
sword, a pistol, and another sword which he had received as a reward, 
and which were all lying exposed upstairs, the whole worth about 
Rs, 981, bad disappeared, and that one of his enemies had stolen 
them, pv made some,one else- break ctfarotigh and 'steal., That he had 
neither claim on, nor suspicion against, any one,' but that on finding a 
due he would prosecute the case. Accordingly, I myself, with 
Mansubdar Khan, head constable, and Budhii Khan, &c., other con- 
stables, proceeded to the spot to see the openings and ascertain matters; 
considering that the case was a serious one, I submit this report for in- 



ation: other circumstances which may hereafter be elicited wi 
subsequently reported. 

(Signed) Qudkat Aleee, 

Inspector, Bkeltipur Bivisim, 


POMOE OWIOB OkDKK. 

Submit the case to the proper authority. 

Bated 2Wk January, 1806. 

After perusal, ordered by the Assistant Magistrate present, that 
notice giving a week’s time be issued to Abdul Karim, the prosecutor, 
that ho is at liberty to prefer his claim within the above period, other¬ 
wise proper orders will be passed. 

(True translation) 

Bated January, 1866. Deokukn Shookle, 

Translator of the Govt> J$ecU ., N. W . P. 

No. 43. 

Pou O E. 

Copy of the Police diary of the station in the new town of 
Jhanaie. Dated 60th March, i860. 

Musaummat Plari Balm, prosecutrix, versus Naraiu .Too SMhha, 

. , W' 

defendant. 

CHARGE! IjUBKING HOUSE TliHlSPASS IN THE NIGHT. 

It appeared from the statement of MussummSt Pxari Bahu, pro¬ 
secutrix, wife of Bhola Kachi, resident of Buragaon, that between the 
hours of 4 and G A. M., Narain Ju, the said defendant, having climbed 
over the outer door, entered the deponent’s house: that the door of 
the room where she slept was bolted; that the defendant lifted up the 
hinges, entered the room, and put his hand on the prosecutrix’s breast; 
that she awoke from slumber, and on asking him who he was, the 
defendant said he was Narain Ju, and had come to her and wished her 
to satisfy his criminal desires ; that; she then thought of going out by 
some means to shut the door of her room and cause the defendant to 
be arrested; that she got out on the pretext of making water ; that as 
goon as she had closed the door of her room, the defendant immediately 
opened the door and tried to. escape when she got hold of him and gave 
mi alarm, crying, “run to me, Narain Ju Bhurya has entered my 
house,” but none would come in while the defendant was there, and ho 
opened the outer door and ran away, leaving in the struggle the under- 





titioned articles of his, which have been brought over to the sta 



Buragaon, v%, 


I towel, 1 sheet, 1 horn comb, and 1 woollen 


or 

string. Afterwards several persons came in. She added that before 
tills occurrence, the defendant had on several occasions addressed her 
in amorous and indecent language, and that she had also been told by 
SanwlI Kachhl of Buragaony whose' threshing floor, is near the town, 
and at the same place as Naraln Jus, that .on the night of the event, 
Narain Ju told Sanwli that lie .was going to ease himself, and went out 
with his head covered by a piece of cloth; and after a little while 
returned bare headed and out of breath. That the prosecutrix was well 
aware that the defendant had long been a man of bad character ; that 
some time ago at the last Holi festival he had. entered the house of 
one Mnssummat Muhgo, resident of Buragaon, in pursuit of Gunya 
Kaehhm of Golara, who lived with the former. He was then seen by 
Nunney and Khubi Kachlils, and he cult!vates improper intimacies 
in several quarters. The prosecutrix begged for an inquiry into her 
case. 


I; the Sub-Inspector, went to see the spot and found that the 
outer entrance of the prosecutrix’s house is very high and its door very 
strong, and not such as to allow of a man climbing over it, and that the 
houses of the prosecutrix and the defendant are very close to each 
other. The residents of the locality having been questioned, and the 
defendant’s clothes having been shown to them, they entirely denied 
any knowledge of the matter, and said they knew nothing of it. The 
clothes found being shown to Bans!, the defendant’s washerman, the 
latter said he could not recognize them as those of the defendant. As 
from the enquiry no sufficient' .proof was found against the defendant, 
he was not arrested. Should the Magistrate, however, issue a warrant 
for his arrest, he will be taken.up. The clothes, comb and other articles 
belonging to the defendant, found in the bouse of the prosecutrix, are 
kept in the station of Baragaon pending orders. The enquiry having 
been completed at 9 x\ m, ? a copy of the diary is submitted for the 
perusal of tho Superintendent of the Jhansie Police, 

(Signed) An Ahmad, 

Bui >J }/2 spec tor, nmly settled JltansU l)ivieion, 

(True translation) 

- . ■ Degevbh Shookm, 
Translator, Gbpi. BectL, jV, W. T, 
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No, 44. 

rtf erring to a quarrel existing between Hamad, Zemindar, on the 
one side, and Mir Ahmad Ali on the other , about the cultivation 
of a field, and praying that security maybe taken from the parties 
to keep the peace, 

vSlJ.PTOET.ER OF THE POOR, Hail! 

A note from the head constable of Dlmmanganj, referring to 
a.quarrel between Samad, zemindar, on the one side, and Mir Ahmad 
Ali, zemindar, on the other, about the cultivation of a field situate in 
Ghayasud-din-pur^ has been received through. Arif Ali, constable. 
As this case has, on several occasions, been, reported to the station, 
the above-named parties were told to refer their case to the Court, but 
they would not obey and they still keep up enmity with each other. 
I therefore submit this petition to your honor that a recognizance to 
*keep the peace be taken from the parties to prevent quarrels, and that 
the head constable be instructed to take care and keep a watch over 
their .conduct.. 

(Signed) Zahur Alt, 
Chief Constable , City Station Allahabad, 

Dated Z8th July, 1868. 

Allahabad Police. 

Ordered, that this be brought forward before the Magistrate, 

Dated \m July y 1863. 

Ordered, that there is no necessity of taking the recognizance. 

(True translation) 

I>EOKU.RN SUOOKLE, 
Translator , Govt. Scetiv, N, W\ P, 

Dated %\d July, 1863. 

USTOa 45. 

No. 77 of the Register foe 186L 

To the Commissioner* 

Praying for reversal of the order of the Collector of Zillah Agra, 
dated 2pth February, 1861, conferring namberdari on strangers. 






Praying that ut reversal of the 
•order of the saboi'diliaOf- 
fleer, theedaiplauiant’s name 
be entered as KuiribercluV, 


I prefer this appeal to your honor against the order of the Collec¬ 
tor of Agra dated 20th February 1881, conferring nmabertiarJ on 
the said parties, and pray for reversal of the same ; (1), before this 
village was ; brought'-, under direct management,, its nmrijberdars were 
6 persons, m.> petitioner, Cheitratii, Sqoriijbhan, liattee, Baldeo and 
llarbans, • On its release from direct management the former Collector*'' 
in accordance with the determination of the settlement officer, entered 
jny name as numberdar, and directed that the names of the other parties, 
ra order to reduce their number, should be excluded. But this, like 
the revision of settlement and the partition, was not sanctioned, nor were 
the names of the other numberdars • erased. If the Collector wished 
w admit the aforesaid defendant to the nurnberdaree title, he should 
first have investigated the circumstance ox the exclusion of the 
former numbeidars and have restored the title to some one of the 5 old 
numberdars. His decision in favor of the- above-mentioned parties Is 
contrary to the settlement compact (none of the members of the family 
of the party who has now been admitted by the Collector to the 
iiurnberdaree. -was ever made a numberdar. Neither has he any title 
to the numberdarec while the former numberdars are alive. (8) One 
ci the .conditions of the settlement under Hegulation IN, 1833, is that 
a numberdar should be of the. family of the old . numberdars and able 
to read; whereas this person is neither one nor the other, but h 
?m old and deeropki person of 60 years of age. (4) The Collector 
records that Soojai) possesses a larger amount of property in the 
village. Sir, Sqomjbhan and others, the former numberdars, are possess¬ 
ed of more property in it than ho is. (5) The parties who expressed 
their contentment with the said individual are his own brothers and 
;uQphews, No other sharer has signified las satisfaction with the sdec- • 
lion ; on the contrary, all the shareholders are put to inconvenience by the 











lent of'the. said party. 1 pray that the order of the sobor 
mriiiatihg Sobjan as mimberdar be reversed. 


in IsiiAmAouBii 
yn Auea ; 

Ih March I SO L 


(Signed) 

■Mumberdar-. of Moused Tilgarh 


(True translation) 

Peokuen Shookle, 
Translator, QovL &&cU., )Y. if. P* 


SUPPO.aT.ER OP THE POOR AND IJlSPBNSE.R OP JUSTICE, HAIL ! 

We! submit this petition of appeal from the order of the Collector 
of ziltah Agra, dated 10th April 1865, affirming that of Mr. Browne, 
the Deputy Collector, dated 7th February 1865, and rejecting our claim 
to pre-emption which we had preferred consequent on the sale of the 
property of SIta'Ram, zemindar of maim Syan* pergmipah Iradat 
Naggar, and pray that in reversal of the orders of the subordinate 
officers, our claim to pre-emption be entertained. The ground's of ouv 
claim are, that the sale of the property of the said party was held on 
the 20th January 1865, in execution of a decree of the Civil Court, 
and that it was concluded by Mr, Browne, the Deputy Collector, at 
about 4 r. M*; that by the time we, the appellants,'could get our petition 
for right of pre-emption written by our legal agent* .the Deputy Collec¬ 
tor closed his Court and left. That when the petition bearing the date 
of that day was presented the nett morning on the Court being opened, 
and the said officer taking his seat, an office report was ordered to be 
submitted on it; consequently we, appellants, were present at the Court, 
money in hand, for 15 days continuously, and asked the sale mohurir 
to receive it and submit his report, but he kept putting it off* saying 
to-day or to-morrow. At length we were obliged to file on the 6th 
February another petition, when the mohurir gave in his report to the 
effect that the petition was preferred a day after the sale, and that it 
should therefore be rejected as illegal. Upon this report our claim was 
dismissed. We appealed to the Collector, who ordered the appeal to be 
shelved, Sir, we Imve been totally wronged in the case* Firstly, the 




ordered to be deposited '.only after enquiry as to when the plainiHfa 
age 0 t had presented it. Sir* it &' worthy of consideration '.that the 
Aofc referred to by the mohum; prescribes the period of 8 * hours. 
Therefore we beg to file a copy of the order passed by the Collector 
with this petition, and pray that the record be called for, and after its 
perusal the order of the subordinate officer annulled, our claim for 
preemption being justly granted. 

(Signed) IJuruoYAL Sing, ||;|> Another, 

Zemindars of Motizah Seym, Pergunuah Iradut 

Niujgur\ Zillah Agfa, 


(True translation) 

DeOKU RN Si TOOELE; 
Translator. Govt . Sec it,, N 


Protector of toe Poor, prosper for ever ! 

H V- V’ i;$’i » 

•Merely 10 biswahs-of zemiudaree was granted by Government to 
petitioner in mouzah Balxirpdr Bury&rpore, pergunnah and zillah 
Muradabad, in consideration of his loyalty. And in the aforesaid 
village, there is a patch of rent-free land measuring 148 beegahs 
belonging to a rebel. It is to bo sold by Government; if an outsider 
purchase it> disturbance will take place in petitioner’s village ; petitioner 
therefore prays that the land iii question be assessed and then settled 
in his name. And should this be considered objectionable by Govern¬ 
ment; let the upset price, Ha. 8X7, which has been fixed in the district, 
be taken from the petitioner, and mutation of names ordered-. May 
either of the two proposals be approved by your honor. 

(Signed) Buoor •Sing, 

Tteheddar of Bem%>oor, 




Bralmiui 'head Ndmberdar of Mouzafe Shttra-y , 

.. ■ ' [ Plain! t/, : 

\n'gimnali Laiatpore J 

... 

■ versus : ' ■ ■ , ■ 

Brahmin, a shareholder, of -Mauza Blturawht, .JPefondMip 
amounting to As. 26-12-0 on account of rent of land for 


OftSHlft 


I prefer my claim to recover from Gulab, my .co-sharer, the sum of 
Es, 26-12-6, due on account of rent of land for Sumbul 1922, the de¬ 
fendant having realized an item, of Es. 3-4-0 from Ratari feah K&chhi, 
cultivator, for Surnbut 1922, and another ol As. 17-8-0 '• from. Sheik 
Nazav dost cultivator, total p. 26-12-6, which he refuses to pay to' 
me, As I have to pay in the Government instalment, I beg to file 
the present regular suit, and pray that after enquiry this amount be 
recovered, I will prove my claim by referring to the putwarce of the 
village and by jthc record of the summary suits I had brought against 
Jowahir Sail and Sheikh Nuzar, &c,/cultivators. 

I, Lai Das, Brahmin, head numbexclar herein named, do declare that 
the statement con(aiued iti this plaint is true to the best of my infor¬ 
mation and belief* .... 

(Signed) • ' Dal Das.., 

Head N'tmberdar of Mama. Mnrmoui, • 
Dated iUh Febtmry I860. P&rgvmakLukilpore., Plaintiff. 

(True translation) 

Dbokurn Shooklb, 
Translator^ IhvL Seolt., N, W\ t\ 



highest rates, have been lost by dilution; the Govommbnt revenue 
cannot be paid tip front the remaining 600 boegalis of uneuliurable and 
inferior land. The Collector ought to have allowed due reduction in 
' tho jrthama, but this he has not clone. ' Petitioner,' therefore, prays 
that yonc honor will, after calling for the record and due inspection 
thereof, ‘|$ie an order directi eg tybo Collector to hold an enquiry into 
the matter, and make the necessary arrangement for reduction of the 
revenue on the land under water. 

Convinced of its justice, your petitioner makes this represeiit- 
fition. 

; ; ,, ; (Sigm di Tara Sing, Tlainfif, 

Zemindar of Mint.pah Gungpoor, and resident 
of Is adir Okapi;, Tergimuak Ojltanee, Zittak liadaon. 
The Mlk May 1865. 

Tho petition having beeh read to-day, with the record of the cage, 
the order of the district officer appears to he proper. Ordered, that 
tire appeal be dismissed, and that a copy of this order he forwarded 
to the Collector under cover of an English letter for pqtjtioner’a 
information. 

. 

(True translation) 

' : : DeOKTJRN. SltOOKT.E, 

Translator, Govt. Sectt., iV. W. R 





( Hi ) ' | 

ribed period of three months, &ud begs that v.- 
!r may he reversed. In . this case aa order Was w , 

matter to arbitration. As soon as petitioner came to fa&QW tlxo ; 
bad character of the assessors, he, under date the 3rd July. 1884, i e< % 
before the arbitrators’ award had been written out, applied for the 
appointment, of other arbitrators, but they, nevertheless, through 
partiality to the zemindars of mouzJi Adampur Bnkhaoll, pergunnah 
Budhpur, drew out, on the 22nd. July 1884, their decision contrary 
to the facts, and the Deputy Collector upheld their award. So did the 
Collector in appeal. As the appellant had, before the arbitrators 7 
award was drawn out, presented to the district authorities a petition 
reporting their dishonesty, and as they gave their award contrary to 
the facts, including the land which has since time mnnemorial been 
in appellant’s possession, in msrnza Adarapur Bnkhaoli, thereby 
causing a serious loss to him, he presents this petition to your honor, and 
pray* that after calling for the record, and inspection of Ira petition of 
. objo.Qtito; the order of the district officers be reversed, and an order 
given for the adjustment of the boundaries by the appointment of 
new arbitrators. 

(Signed) Mahomed S.aij>-to-Dxn Ahmed Khan, 
Zemindar dncl Malyuza? ofmouzah Jumalpur, 
Pergunmh Nugeena r Zillah Bijnore , Appellant* 

By Gowbie Pbbshad, Agent * 
v '• (True translation) 

Deokubn Shookle, 
Translator of Govt . Sectt., N. W\ f\ 


- No. 51. ' 

TeoX'EOxok of tee ..Poor, Hail, Your WoMMit t 

This is the case of your petitioner: I have to the present time 
held the possession and occupaucy of the village, mauza Duhda 
Hera, pergunnah. Sharki, and the Khawafc (proprietary register*) of that 
village, in which yonr humble servant's name is entered, is in the posses¬ 
sion of Government, but Mussa&mmat. Luchminia, widow of Zawkeeah, 
my late uncle, still survives, and has enjoyed up to the present day the 




vfil 

and- 'ttt’ciiptoCy • of her own share of the land, though'* 
itot and oversight .the name of the said Lnehmlnia has not. 
entered ia the proprietary column of the register, 1 therefore 
s petition to your honor in the hopes that the Government, 
g the matter investigated, will have the name of the said 
entered with mine ia the proprietary column of the 


; make this petition as I considered it the best course to talcs, 
hsfcition of yont. humble servant Kanhye, Zemindar and 
ietor of the Mouzah of Doonda Hera,. Pergunnah Shurkee. 

Dated I8t7i December, 1851. 



pllfllpp 


[ -1-H V 

» me. 

(Signed) Kkebu 5 % 

Appellant, of Manpa Danda, pro^Hetor of 

IS Mswati« in Mama Bahupuf, 

■- 

Pergymah Khamifjtm^ Zrliah A$va< 


. therefore, pray 


By Hub Lal. 


True Iransjai 


Dkoicurn Shookle, 
Ti'/mslaior, 'Govt, Seatt., M. W- P. 


ptive right. (2.) This very disputed right 
appellant for a consideration of Bs. 2,000 
ion can be preferred to that possessed by 
the mortgage, (3.) Even if it be granted 
e of the hereditary zemindarS of' the village 
-rior title to Kivat, as the present purchaser 
id has no interest whatever in this village. 
t>, misfortune no attention was paid to the 
He, therefore, hopes that the record aiay bo 



/ (Signed) ■ -NatsooRam, 
OhjMor, qfprUant, of Monzah Bhowpoom, 

t _ Pergunmk Ehaira Cur/i 

iJuitM 25 m JuhC) 1862. 

. . (True translation) 

Duoiantsf Shookle, 
Translator, Qovt. 8edi„ N. M P 

No. 54. 

Petition for mutation of names , 

PaoTEcycm of the Pooh., Hail ! 

In the entire village of Men Chuck Gopalpur, Talooka 
Sultanpur, Pergunnah Khyr, Bhowari'i Sewak Chowbey and Mus~ 
samat Moonga are the proprietors and holders of a share consisting of 4 
English pies and 5-j conries zemindar! right, assessed at Ks. 5-11-0, 
held conjointly with Sheo Jagafc Chowbey, a one-third sharer in the 
village. Accordingly, out of our proprietary right in the aforesaid 
share, T, Mussam&t Munga, widow of fimn Harakh Chow boy, 
having absolutely sold half of my right, viz,, 1 pie and 1$ conries, 
assessed at Rs. 1-5-3, together with revenue, sayer, seer, and 
cultivation, and I, Bhowanee Sewak, my entire right, viz., 2 pies and 2} 
cowries with revenue, sayer, seer, and cultivation ; total 3 pies and l 
conries, assessed at Rs. 4, to Drigpal Chowbey and Jokhu Chowbey, 
purchasers, residents of the said mauza Meroe, for a consideration of 
Rs. 500 paid to us, the said purchasers have been put. in possession 
thereof in lieu of ourselves. Now that only completion of the mutation 
of names is required, we present this petition and pray that it mav be 


\yr Mianjdn. 


(True translation) 

Dkokijrn SlIOOKtR, 

Translator, Govt Seelt.fN. W. P. 



Mr, James Keene, on bis own part, and as agent on the 
part of Mrs, Francis Canter, daughter of Mi, J> Fergitsson, resident 
of Camp Meerut, versus Mr. William Hopson, resident of Mussoorie, 
defendant, . . ; 

Claim to recover Its. 4,1564-0, principal and interest, as detailed 
below per English documents. 

The plaint is to the effect that the plaintiff and Mr. J. Fergusson* 
were partners of one-half each in a leather business ; that while the said 
business was going on, the defendant took from the concern a loan 
of JEU; 5,000, which is shown in the book of partnership as balance duo 
from the defendant up to 4th April 1863 ; that out of this item Rsu 1,500 
were recovered from the defendant, and the remainder (principal and 
interest) is still due as per detail given below; that the defendant has; 
been repeatedly written to for the money, and in reply has admitted the 
debt under his hand in his letters dated 12th February 1862, and 
27th August 1864, wherein it is clearly acknowledged that the money 
h due. I file these with the plaint. And as plaintiff is also the agent of 
Mrs. Francis Canter, the representative of the deceased Mrs, J« 
Fergusson, he brings this suit himself on the part of Mrs. Francis, 
representative of Mrs, Fergusson, and prays that a decree may be 
awarded for the claim, with costs and interest for the future. 

Principal renwniitng.due on 14th.April 1862 as shown Bs. A. P, 

in, the account book ... ... : ... ... ft,000 0 O 

Interest due up to 31st: October 1864 , ... 7&0, 0 0 

Ditto from 1st : 'Novemhei*.-1804 .to ■ 15fch June 1865> 
rit 8 annas per cent., on Ks. 5,500 of the principal,.. 131 4 0 

-.—i_ 881 4 O 



TOTAT, ... 

5,881 

4 0 

Meceipis. 




Principal >, 

,m 1,500 0 0 



Deduct- interest of 1,600 

‘ ... 225 0 0 

1,725 

0 0 




Balance due m ,,, 

4,156 

4 0 


(True translation) 

Deokurn Shookle, 

Translator , 







m Ns. 56. 

■ » No. 5 > o» 18 4 

Memorandum of Regular Appeal; value Rs. 4,1 
Mr, William Hopson (.Defendant), Appellant; 


Mr. James Keene, self and as agent of Mrs. Francis Canter, daugh¬ 
ter of Mr. Fergusson, European, resident of Camp Meerut {Plaintiff)* 
Respondent. 

I present to the Sadder Court of Agra this memorandum of 
regular appeal against the decision of the Judge of Zillah Meerut* 
dated 12th January 1866, on the following grounds :— 

1st .—That the respondent’s claim is not proved by the proceedings. 
The judgment of the District Court is contrary to the merits of 
the case. 

2nd ,—That the appellant is not liable for the amount in dispute. 
The deceased’s property is liable for the balance that may be due, no t 
the appellant. 

Zrd .—That the alleged balance is not proved, while payment of 
the disputed amount is proved per account and receipt. The judgment 
of the District Court is against the merits of the case. 


Asad. Am, 
Wnfael (Pleader). 


(True translation) 


Deqkuen Shqokle, 

Translator 


No. 57, 

Special No. 28.2, of 1866. 

Memorandum . of ..8peei.pl Appeal (value Ms. 546-11-1.) 

Sahu Mokund Ram, Proshad, and Jaijai Ram, residents of 
Kasba Thakurdwara, and Syecl Zulioor Hossein, resident of Kusba 
Amroha, Zillah Moradabad, one of the defendants. Appellants, 

versus 

Mussamat Zuiriab, Kanxzaky and Kulsurn, sisters, and their 
brothers Zirgh&m Ooddeen and Karrar Bukhsh, heirs of Mussamafc 
Sukeena, daughter of Hossain Dukhsh, plaintiff, deceased, residents of 
Kasba Amroha, Zillah Moradabad, livspoitilonte* 









( .52 i 

4‘he said defendants,-appellants, being dissatisfied with the dec 
of the Judge of Zillah Moradabad, dated 31st October 18(35, submit 
their appeal to the Sadder Dew array Adawlut, Agra, oa the following 


1j}£—T he decision of the Court of second instance is contrary 
to law, because, as set forth in the plaint, the date of the deed of hy¬ 
pothecation of the dower executed by Hossein Bakhsh, deceased lather 
of the plaintiffs, is the 5th of Rujub 1215 Hijree, and the date of the 
demise of Mussamat Wilayet Oonmssa, mother of the plaintiffs, is A. D, 
1851, since which date the latter, as proved, has not been in possession, 
and, therefore, is barred by limitation, under the provisions of Clauses 

9 and 10, Act XIV of 1859. . 

2nd .--'The judgment of the Court of second instance is illegal, as 
a decree in favor ’ of the plaintiff, which did not determine tbs 
authenticity or otherwise of the deed of dower and possession of 
the'plaintiffs’ mother under the said deed within the period or limitu* 
lion, Was unlawful under the former and present law, 

3r<£—The decree for mesne profits, without determining the proof 

of their amount, is contrary to law. 

4 ;Jj|_The judgment of the Zillah Court is illegal, because the 

award of decree in favor of the respondents Nos. 8 and 4, heirs of 
the deceased plaintiff, whose adverse possession under the repealed 
transfers of the disputed right is manifest from the findings of the 
Zillah Courts, is opposed to law. Moreover, let the decree and j udgment 
of the Court of first instance in this case, which were filed in our special 
appeal No. 120 decided by the Court, under date the 17th January 
1865, be perused. The names of the respondents Nos. 3 and 4 were 
erroneously omitted in the zillah decree; they in reality were respon¬ 
dents, appellants, and were also in the former instance respondents in 

this case. Hence they are mad e Respondents now too. 


GlIOkAM SiBTAJN, 

Pleader, 


Maled 1 (Wi February 1866. 


(True translation) 

DtiOKUHN SHOOKT.E, 

Tmnitlator, 




. Pdidoii unde? Section 35, Act XXIII of 1861. 

Pao and Siana, caste Chowbey, residents of Muttra, Pditiokers, 

' .. -versus 

Shunkur Chowbey. resident of Muttra, Decree-holder. 

Against the order of the Judge of Agra, dated 29th August 1865, 
on the following grounds 

1st .—Under Section 20. Act XIV of 1859, and Section 2, Act XI 
of 1861, the prescribed period for execution of the decree had expired; 
therefore, with reference to the provisions of the said Acts, the Princi¬ 
pal Sudder Ameen annulled the decree. In appeal, the Judge 
remanded the case for reconsideration, with the remark that the period 
prescribed for the enforcement of such decrees was 12 years. This 
order is against law and procedure. 

md.—lhe petition presented in December 1864. was entirely wrong. 
Neither were any proceedings taken, nor any orders passed with 
reference thereto, lhat petition could not under any law sa^e the 
time. It is hoped that, after inspection of the record, redress will 
justly be* afforded. 

Pag A Siana, 

Caste Chowbey. 

Written'by Nawbutram Mookbtar, dated the 28th November 1865. 

(True translation) 

Duokuen S.1IOOKI.E, 


Translator 


No. 59. 


Megatar Appeal, MisceUaMout^va'.ne Rs 2,330-12-11.) 
Il auumau Proshad, decree-holder. Appellant, 


versus 


I,alia Ramdyal Sing, manager of the Bustee estates, Judgment- 
debtor. 

The said appellant appeals against the judgment of the Principal 
Sndder Ameen of Zillah Goruckpore, dated 11th January 1866, to the 
jSwdder Dewanny Adawlut, on the following grounds:— 

—The said judgment is illegal, as the appellant cannot be held 
liable 'or interest, for the time taken by the Collector in disposing of 



;e, which amounted to Rs. 33,800. It is wrong to calcmst# 
Interest from the date of the delivery of the note. It should have been 
counted front the ist December 1864, that is to say, when intimation 
from the Coliectorate reached the Court that the money had been 
deposited. 

(Signed) Moiiomeo Mehdee Hosein and Madxioram, 

Pleaders. 

Dated lift April 1866. 

(True translation) 

Deoeurn SnooKLE, 

Translator. 


No, 60. 

Special Appeal No. 1239 oST 1865, 

Petition for review of Judgment admitted by F. B. Pearson , Fsg., Judge 
' and It.'Spmkie, Fsg., Officiating Judge, dated \m February 1866, 
in re Burrsemm, (Appellant), Petitioner , versus Rao Kkooscd Singf 
Defendant, Respondent. 

Claim, Us. 36-0-0. 

Lords oh Justice, hail ! 

The Deputy Collector having heard and decided this case under 
the provisions of Section 19, Act XIV of 1863, the finding that he 
had no jurisdiction in it is contrary to the said enactment. The Deputy 
Collector who decided the case fixed the rent in his capacity of settle¬ 
ment officer, against which a special appeal was preferred by me. And 
no order had” been passed by a SEgleinent officer before the judgment 

was given by the Deputy Collector. 

Dated 2Uh May 1866. (Signed) Ham Ram, 

Appellant, Petitioner, by 

Piaiu Moiiun Banaku, Pleader. 

(True translation) 

Djjokuen Shook le, 

Translator. 





( SB ) 

No. 61. 

Special Appeal No . 166*1 of 1865. 

Lords of Justice, Hail! 

The case of the special appeal " Jus' Earn (defendant), appel¬ 
lant, versus Mot! Earn and others (plaintiffs), respondents,” which 
was pending before the Court, has this day been dismissed by default. 
Sirs, I am the pleader of the appellant, and have been present since 
the commencement of the Court’s sitting, I had just for a minute 
been out of the Court to drink water, and as soon as the peon informed 
me I came in. I did not hear when the case was called, otherwise 
I should certainly have not failed to attend, I pray that the case may 
be restored to its number and decided. 


.'Dated 8th May 1866. 


Au Ahmad, 
Pleader, 


(True translation) 


Beokurx Shoqicle, 

Translator. 


No. 62. 

Lords of Justice, Hail! 

The case of special appeal No. 1074 of 1865, Kunjeet Sing, 
appellant, versus Sookhee, plaintiff, respondent,” value Es. 214-4-0 
which is pending before this Court, has been settled by compromise 
between both parties to the effect, that out of the 1 anna and 4 
pie share of the property in dispute, one anna shall be the right of 
Sookhee, and four pies that of Runjeet Sing defendant, and that none 
of the parties shall be liable to the others for the rest of the claioaj 
i. <?., costs and future mesne profits, &c. According to this deed of 
compromise, and in modification of the zillah decision, may a decree 
for one anna be awarded in favor of the plaintiff, and his claim for the 
remaining four pies dismissed, both parties paying their own costs. No 
claim whatever is now left regarding the future mesne profits and costs, 
&G. The plaintiff may take possession from Assar next. 

Dated 17 A January im. 

Po : /S.™in addition to his right of one anna and four pies claimed, 
Sukhi plaintiff is also in possession of one anna and 4 pies by gift* 






K ill, as Heretofore, remain in proprietary possession of the |pJpP. 

-'fcieet appellant; now neither have, nor will in future-lay, any claim 

* 

whatever to it. 


Dated 17 th January 1866. 

(True translation) 

DnoKmiH SitooKth, 


■■■mm 


Translator , 


S»« 


No. 63. 

T-iOEDS Of JUSTICE, H Alt, ! 

Our (appellants') case of special appeal No. 781 of 1865, against 
the order of the Judge, dated 25th February 1865, versus Luehmun and 
Ram La'll, respondents, was instituted, and is pending m this Court. 
As in this case the dispute between the parties has been settled by 
arbitration, and the award is rejected by the Judge on the ground of 
irregularity, we purpose to seek redress by a regular suit, and pray that 
our” special appeal may, therefore, be struck off the file without 
decision♦ 

Dated Uh September 1865. (Signed) Mitssamat Musa and others. 


(True translation) 

DeokuAn Shooki.e, 

Translator. 


No. 64. 

Special Appeal No. 48 of 1866 

Biessbb Lords, Hati. ! 

Objection under Section 348, 


That the plaintiff’s claim is barred by limitation, and that the 
claim for foreclosure cannot be entertained. 

(Signed) MussAitAT Man K.a:r, 

Respondent, Applicant, 




by Man RaI, 

Pleader\ 

(True translation) 

Drokimin Shooklp'j 

Translator* 






No, 65. 

Application for four weeks’ time. #o. 1534' of .1865; 

Blessed Lords, Hail ! 

Rajah Iihairathi Lai!, respondent in the case of Lutf Alt and 
others,, appellants, lias, by the will of God, died. No one has yet been 
declared heir of the deceased respondent. On a former occasion, four 
weeks'time was allowed by the Court for the purpose. Now it ap¬ 
pears, from a communication from the party taking care of the appel¬ 
lant’s, case, that po one has yet been fixed upon as heir, the inheritance 
being a subject of dispute ; I, therefore, beg that a further time of 
4 weeks be granted. ' 

(Signed) . Lute Ali and others, 

V' , . Appellants, 

<hi ' by Asad Am, 

, /• Finder. 

(True translation) 

Drokurn Shookle, 

_ Translator. 

No, 66, 

Respectfully Showeth, 

That petitioner, under the necessity of performing the ceremony of 
his daughter’s marriage* had gone on leave of absence to Allahabad ; 
that, this'day he has returned to his duty within the term of the leave ; 
andthat, therefore, he has made this report to give notice of his return. 

(Signed) Bhagwan Proshad, 

The 30 Ik April 1806. Reader of the Vernacular Records. 

(True translation) 

DeokUbn Shookle, 

Translator. 

No. 6 T. 

Honored 'Sib, 

The hot weather is near at hand, and every year it is usual 
to repair and re-paint the thermantidotes arid get ready beforehand 
frames for grass cooling mats, so that inconvenience may not ensue 
when they are wanted; may orders be given that the same be done at 
the earliest convenience. 

(Signed) Basti Lal, 

Dated loth February 1660. Nazir of the Sadder Court, Agra. 

(True translation) 

JDeOKUEN SnOOKLB, 

Translat&r, 





N o. 68. 

Translation of a petition of complaint in a Criminal Case • 

Mahomed Fakhsh* son of Hyiat Mahomed* caste) 

Klmtfcuckj resident of Mooitan ... oMpaaanty 

. . , ; f. . .. 

■versus 

Jhiiida* Cabool, Alla Bukhsb* Alla Tar, Miisscunztfc *| 

Murad* and Mussam'&t Ghulam .. Fatima* caste > Accused 
Kh-uttnck, residents of Mooltan , . .,. J 

CilAKais.-^'Voluntary causing hurt, Section 334, Indian Peuai Code. 
The day before yesterday, on the 22ncl January 1866, accused, 
unlaw fully and without cause seized the complainant and voluntarily in¬ 
flicted on him personal injury with a stick, the marks of which are 
visible on his face. Pidlia Paolee (weaver), Ditta and others are wit¬ 
nesses of the assault The circumstance was reported at the Itatw'ali. 
After investigation and proof of the charge* let the accused be punished. 


-Criminal Petition. ' 

Zaidj resident of Lahore ... t.* Complainmf 

versus 

Bakr ... n« *»» »• * . ♦» Accused * 

■CiiLnw.~~4MMU a *d battfyy under Section 323 of (he Indian Penal Code. 
O Majesty ! 

My petition, is on the criminal side, and the claim is for an offence 
of assault and battery according to Section 323 of the Indian Penal 
Code against one Bakr, My story is this, that the accused beat me to 
excess with sticks ; the marks on my body are visible. Thus the accused 






..run that, after due investigation, 
Witnesses are in attendance. Thi 


Petition of the helpless slave. 
The im April 1800, . 


accused should ho punish 
is is a true plaint. 


Zaip, 


r lesulenl of Lahore. 


Mo. 70. 

f’roeeedmg of the Criminal Court of Zillah Lahore, in the Court of Mirza 
Kalb AH Khan, Extra Assistant Gommssiouer, on Me 21 ## : Decem¬ 
ber I860. 

Croton, prosecutor, against Saggov, accused. 

CifABOE.—Attempt at Cattle Theft, 

The .crime of attempting theft is on several grounds well established 
against accused :—1 si that it is not explained why, in an exceedingly cold 
season at mid-night, he left his own village to go to another six koss off. 
If lie went to ask the price of a buffalo, this was not the time nor 
the opportunity for ascertaining; 2 nd, the accused ran away, and 
left his turban and his wrapper; 3rd-, Isa numberdar was offered a bribe 
of one rupee by accused’s father; 4 th, the father of accused was ready 
to give the deposition-writer a bribe of five Rupees’. Accordingly, his 
father states that he only opened out the Rupees and put, them on 
the railing (tara) of the Court, preparatory to tying them up in 
another place:' at the time of making deposition in Court, there 
could be no occasion for such tying up and opening. Under these 
circumstances, 1 think imprisonment will have better effect titan a 
mere fine, as his father appears quite ready to pay any fine. 

Ordered that Eaggor, accused, bo imprisoned for six months in 
fetters with hard labor, and as the father offered a bribe to save his own 
son, I have not thought fit to inflict punishment on him. The record 
after issue of the warrant, with a notice to the District Court of 
Googaira, will be filed. The money offered as a bribe is confiscated ; 
accused’s clothes will be made over to his father. 

The Usi December 1860. 


Mo. 71. 

Translation [qf a complaint in a criminal case. „ 

CriKiusriRit of the Poor,, health ! 

To-day Ivaisad Khan, a mounted policeman posted at this police 
statioli; took two Suspicious characters ,'pto custody within Tousa, and 





|*^V|h thorn to tins station. Upon this* wlien the abov^menfci<k&Idl 
^oro asked who they were and whence they wore coming, one of them 
said, his name was Sh&rafa, son of Mehinda, of the tribe of Bhate, a 
resident of Buti; in the district of Jhelum, and that he was coming f rom 
Hera Ghazi Khan and on his way to Dera Ismail Khan. The second 
declared, that his name was Dul Sing, son of Thandt, of the tribe 
Halakkhor, formerly a resident of Gurgaon, in the country of Hindustan, 

from Sot Matten, after having accompanied 


and that he was coming 
Dr, Jack there, and was (now) going towards Pern Ismail Khan* in the 
hope of getting service. He showed me an English letter which he 
had received from the Doctor; but, as there was no one here who 
could read English, nothing could he discovered (regarding the pri¬ 
soner). Afterwards, when I consulted the register of deserters, a 
suspicion arose that Sharafa was a deserter from the regiment newly 
raised in Jhelum, from which a certain Haiyat Khan is reported to have 
deserted, and against the second prisoner there is a suspicion that he 
is the syce of Naib Saddaruddin who has deserted from the 5th Regi¬ 
ment at Dei.a Ismail Khan. The said prisoners have been forwarded, 
m it was not proper to release them without, taking security. 


(Signed) IImea Alx, . 

Thdmdar of Toma* 


MM %W October 1857 





Some 9 months ago, your petitioner’s brother Mahmood was 
murdered by Urjulli and Akbur, with the connivance of Chicken and 
Mussanaat Sahibjan. At the time of the occurrence, the thanadar 
came to the spot, and duly heard the dying testimony of the deceased, 
who pointed out the defendants as his murderers. His statement is 
duly recorded in the diary of the thana. On that occasion, the 
accused were instantly placed in confinement. After a while Chicken 
and Mussamat Sahibjfe were released without ball,, and Urjulli and 
Akbur, known bad characters, were also released about nine months 
since, without giving any security or undergoing any punishment. Mr. 
Murray declared his conviction that they were guilty, yet, owing to 
the bad luck of complainant, they have received no punishment, and 
now threaten to murder him. My Lord, owing to the non-punishment 
of the culprits, they have become very bold, and threaten to kill me, so 
that I am in hourly fear of my life. They were liable to severe punish¬ 
ment under the Penal Code: I, therefore, hope they may be punished 
as a warning to others, and your petitioner will, ever pray, &e. 

(Signed) Kabur Bhatiara, 

Dated 91A June 18(15. of Kariah Sangtt. 

Ho. 74. 

Folios Deport. 

Cherishes op the Poor, I wish you prosperity! 

Your Highness, —To-day at 8 o’clock, MusaUim, the son of Moor of 
the Lish&ree tribe, an inhabitant of Bhar village, appeared at the police 
station, and made this complaint; that at night two parties whose 
names are not, known stole a camel of his, worth about Ra. 80. He stated 
that he followed the tracks of the stolen camel and the two offenders 
from the place of the crime along the district road leading to the north, 
into Towsa itself, and he hoped that their tracks might be followed up. 
Your honor, when the complainant gave me this‘information, I sent off 
the clerk of this police station with two policemen and a tracker for the 
purpose of tracking towards the north and arresting the offenders with 
the property. I sent off to the place where the crime was committed 
the jemadar of the police station, with a tracker, for the purpose of 
again examining and verifying the tracks of the thieves and the stolen 




f.<p*orty I.-'have- sent a letter .to the Deputy Inspector of the Ok 
ice station, in the district of Dora Ismail Khan, to acquaint him of 
this crime, and with a view to his searching for the property and the 
offenders. Another report will hereafter be made to your honor. 

(Signed) Khan Cha.no, 

Thdnadar of Tovm ♦ 


The 2m June 1862. 


• No. 75. 

From the evidence recorded in the misl there can be no doubt of 
the guilt of Torah Mussamat Abdorrah and Torai left the village at the 
same time. Torai has not returned up to this time to the village. Had 
he not been a criminal, he would have come to this village of Peer 
Peai ; which is his family residence, and where his parents reside. The 
defendant cannot prove any enmity of plaintiff against him. The Court, 
therefore, finds that Torai is guilty of the crime punishable under Sec¬ 
tion 498, Indian Penal Code, and Mussamat A b dorr ah is also convicted 
of the abetment of the same under Section 107, Indian Penal Code. 

SfiNTENO'-E.—-The Court sentences Torai' to'..eight months’ imprison¬ 
ment, two months of which will be solitary, and Rs. 20 fine or two 
months’ more imprisonment Half the fine, if realized, to be paid to 
.plaintiff, , and Mussamat Abdorrah to three morphs* imprisonment 


No. 76. 


Petition of Mussctmal liar D6% daughter BuckW, caMe Chummar, 
inhabitant of HaMlpore, Pergunnah DeHU. .Dated 28 th July 1868. 

The abstract is as follows 

The defendants named in the petition forcibly committed a 
criminal assault on me and caused me to miscarry with a child of two or 
three months, and assaulted me. I have come in a helpless condition, 
and present a petition. I hope that defendants may be summoned and 
punished in accordance'with the Indian Penal Code for criminal assault. 

Tour humble petitioner’s statement of the case is as follows; 
When two or three gimmes of the night remained, your petitioner loosed 
a female buffalo for pasture. The house of a man named Boot a is near 
mine. Tie 'seized my hand and forcibly had connection with ine. On 
my making''anoise and outcry, Kunheya, Dfitji Stim, ll(m Rikh and 
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m >came and beat me. Kutiehyakicked me in the abdomen and cotj&iB 
nte- 'to miscarry with a child of two or three months, which 'became like 
water and came out of mo. Your petitioner went and reported the 
matter in the Aleepore Thana. The Thanadar told me to make a 
complaint. ; 

Since defendants have committed an outrageous action, for one 
had forcible connection .with me, and another caused me to miscarry, I 
charge them with murder and dishonor done to me. Defendants are 
men of vofy bad character. If they act in this tyrannical and outrage¬ 
ous manner, how can tho ’village continue to be inhabited. Afterwards 
my husband came and spoke to them. They beat him also. He left the 
village, and there is no trace of him. I am helpless, and 1 present 
myself before your honor and petition. I pray that defendants may 
bo summoned and punished according to the Indian Penal Code for 
dishonoring me and for procuring abortion and for assault, in order that 
they may not again be guilty of such bad conduct and oppression to 
any one in future. 

Written by Sohun Lai. 

No. 77, 

Petition of your hv.mhk servants Amin Chand and La,l Ji Mall, 
Biswaddrs of Uulamhl Khurd* Pergannah Dehti, Qtk June 1803. 

>; Sin,—Itarnji lifll, PurwfuT of Hulamtd Khurd, in tire Dehll 
Pergunnah, bears a cordial enmity towards us, and in consequence there¬ 
of he does us various injuries. Accordingly, he has now lately, in his 
statement on 9th September 1862 in the Tahsil Court, and also in his 
evidence on oath in the Court of' Lieutenant C, A. DeKantzow, 
Assistant Commissioner, declared that Mali dram Doobe, Ramdutfc, 
Bahala, Ghlsa, Manatnan and Zlond, our non-hereditary 'cultivators, 
are hereditary cultivators; and in the nikasl, &c., and in the settle¬ 
ment records, these men are entered as non-hereditary cultivators. 

When, we asked the said putwiiri for a memorandum, he made 
out a false one with intent to injure our interests, viz., he entered some 
as hereditary and others as non-hereditary out of the number of non* 
hereditary cultivators. Whereas this is a trick played by the pntw&ri 
merely to cause us harm and loss, and with respect to a public servant 
it is clearly written in Section 167, Chapter 9, Indian Penal Code, that 
any person, being a public servant, who with intent to cause injury to 
any one draws up a false document is liable to imprisonment for three 
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'pS00, and whereas this putwari is a public servant and has cntl 
non-horedltavy cultivators, some as hereditary and some as non- 
hereditary, in the nikaasl and in the memorandum signed by him 
with the intention of causing us injury, and has stated in the tahsrl 
that all were hereditary; accordingly, by Section 167, Chapter 9, Indian 
Ben al Code, this said putwary is worthy of punishment. We therefore, 
in the hope of his punishment, present this petition to your honor, and 
pray that he may be summoned and punished for the said oxime in order 
that no one may again act in this manner. 


No, 78. 

Revenue Petition , 

Petition of ifie humble slave Baler, plaintiff ., resident of Lahore, Dated 

1 2th April 1866, 

Bakr, plaintiff,resident of Lahore, against Zaid, defendant, of' 
Lahore. 

Claim for possession of 40 bigahs of cult u raid e laud paying an 
animal rent of Rs. 26, according to the promise of defendant. 

To THE ChBSBISHEB OF THE POOR, PEACE ! 

My Loiid,—T he statement is this: that defendant cultivated the 
above claimed land under an agreement to give plaintiff half the produce. 
Since two years defendant has been cultivating. On taking the land 
defendant agreed to this also, that he would give up the land when 
plaintiff required it. There are present witnesses to the statement and 
promise of defendant. Defendant has divided out to me the half share of 
the produce, hut will not give possession according to his own agreement-; 
therefore, in a state of helplessness, I have laid my claim on the 
revenue side (of the Court) that I may obtain entrance into the claimed 
lands. The records of settlement and witnesses to my ownership are 
forthcoming; they should be inspected. 


No. 79. 

Translation of a petition for mutation of names. 

Your Excbpeenoy, —As your petitioner has sold the half of a 
well named Ilauzwalla for Ra 200 Chehrahshahi rupees to Bakhshan, 
son of Mahomed Yftr, Mahomed Baksh, son of Iindoo, Esa, son 
of Khamesa, and Ramzan, son of Esa. in equal sharps and has executed 






>’ ‘loq^Kof sale In legal fora, and had if'registeredlie 
petition, together With the putwarie’s return, giving the Shoo 
and the Munfcukhib* number, in hopes that the mutation of 
be effected in the usual manner and his name struck out. 


.(Signed) . Bakhsiian,. son 


Translation of a Vernacular Proceeding of the Civil Revenue Court of 
Mas-Urn Alii Khan, Extra Assistant Commissioner, Mooltan. Dated 
8th March, 1866. 

Secundtr Khan, son of Shahbaz Khan, caste Joeyia, resid- ^ 
ing in Dooniapoor, Pergunnah Mylseo ... ... i ^ " a>AU $i 

|f ,;\ versus 

Muslim, son of Dalfl, caste Sharon, residing in Meefft-T . 
pore, Pergunnah. Lodhran ... ... ... i 

Claim to recover Rs. 15-12, amount of proprietary dues on 
account of the Damd; Wallah well, situate in Mauzah Meerffnpoor, from. 
Khureef 1921 to 1922, at the rate of one seer per maund. 

From a perusal of the proceedings in this case, it appears that 
the plaintiff claims Rs. 15-12, the amount being calculated on the 
produce entered in the settlement papers. The putwarie’a statement 
and the settlement papers prove that Rs. 6-13 only (Khureef 1921 
and, Jtubbee 1932, Rs. 3-13-7, and Khureef 1922, Rs. 2-15-5) are 
due to plaintiff. 

The defendant states that nothing is due by him to plaintiff on 
account of maUMna or proprietary dues which haye been paid up 
to date, as will be seen from the case which was decided in Lieutenant 
Riddell’s Court a month ago. On the record of Lieutenant Eiddcdl’s 
Court being sent for and inspected, there appeared nothing to show 
that the amount claimed by plaintiff' had been paid. It is, therefore, 
ordered that a decree of Rs. 6-13 principal, and Re. 1-8 falabana, 
total Rs. 8-5, be -given against defendant in favor of plaintiff, and 
a certificate, with order for execution within 15 days, be granted- The 
case to be filed in the record room and the parties dismissed. 


•UciVra to u claasificatiQB m settlement records. 
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No. 81 

Petition in a revenue suit. 

States —That your petitioner had a piece of land of 8 Bukhras, in 
partnership with Mahomed and Eusoof of the village of Lundse, Taffa 
Daodaai; which land was ordered by the Extra Assistant. Commis¬ 
sioner to be divided amongst the co-sharers on the application of 
Eusoof some three years ago. By the above division your petitioner got 
the land near the river from the defendants, who at the same time 
engaged to compensate your petitioner in the event of diluvion taking 
place, His lands have lately suffered very much from diluvion, and the 
defendants now refuse to make good his losses according to their 
agreement and the custom of the country. He therefore prays that the 
Court will direct the defendants to compensate him. 

(Signed) Faiz Talar, 

Dated 1st April, 1863. Inhabitant of Lundee Daoclzal 

No. 82. 

Petition. 

Oheiusbeb 01?' the Poor! 

Your highness. —Fourteen years ago, my respected father Kowra 
Khan divided hereditary lands in Batil among his sons for their subsis¬ 
tence. The whole of us (sons) have continued to cultivate them and 
maintain ourselves. From the commencement of the British rale, a 
certain land tax was fixed, according to the produce, on the holding 
of each son. From that time, each has continued tso pay to Government, 
through the putwary, the revenue assessed on the lands owned by 
himself. Lately, Seconder Khan came, and, through the agency of 
the Thanadar, forcibly took away my grain. 

Your petitioner sent Barkhurdar Khan, his brother, to Secunder 
Khan. Tiie aforesaid Secunder Khan- treated Barkhurdar Khan with 
disrespect. Your petitioner, although he was not inferior to Secunder 
Khan in strength, yet remained silent from regard for the laws of the 
Government and coming into your presence prays that your distin¬ 
guished highness, will cause his grain to be restored to him, and the 
assessed revenue at the rate of former years to be taken from him 
by the Pat wary so that having obtained justice, he may abide (in, 
peace) in his country. After this your honor is master. 

Dated 8th February, 1856. (Signed) Shotam Haibar Khusa, 
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Mo. 83 

S0MSt«ESHEit of the Poor, Health! 

Yoon. Highness, —There is a. field called Warwala situated m Tibi, 
of the tribe of the Janvars. Half of this field, Hamid, of the tribe of 
the Jar war s, an inhabitant of the above locality, mortgaged to my father 
for fit. 91. Up to the present time ray father has continued to receive 
rent for it. My father Sifeal Mull is now dead. Gaman, the son 
of Hamid, of the tribe of the Jarwara, an inhabitant of the said 
place, does not pay me the rent. Your servant, is a minor and without 
means. On several occasions your servant has said to him, ‘‘ give me 
last year’s rent for the half field of mine which yop cutivate, and T 
will give the half field to another to cultivate for the future,” The 
above-mentioned neither gives me the rent, nor allows me to cultivate 
the field. Therefore it is that I present this petition, in order that yon, 
exalted Sir, may summon Gaman, and do me justice. 

(Signed) Taicd Male, 

Tie 2 &t& January 1856. Son of Ike late Sital Mali,, 


States- 


Pef.ition of a 


No. 84. 

on a revenue suit. 


When the khewut of our village, was first settled we were on 
enquiry informed that we had to pay annual Government revenue at 
JR*. 28 per kooiba ; but the muiliebs of the village are ever since realiz¬ 
ing from us at Bs. 31 per kooiba; should the latter be the rate fixed by 
the Government, we do not object to it ; otherwise we pray to be 
relieved from the exactions o-f the headmen of the village. 


No. 85. 


Gholam Mahomed, the lute Luroberda* of the village Nusrakai, 
Tuppa Doaba Kundoe Daghee Khail, having been accused of possession 
of property stolen from Badslsah Mean, absconded across the border; 
he is in the habit of visiting the village at night with evil intentions. 
I know this fact as I secretly receive information from those who see 
him on his way back. Your highness, the appointment of lumberdar 
is vacant. I therefore hope you will kindly appoint me to it, as my 
father wan formerly Lumberdar, and I will arrange to prevent his 
(Gholam Mahomed’s) visits. I was a minor at the time of my father’s 
death, and the father of Gholam Mahomed was in consequence uomi- 







to the Lumberdarehip. I therefore pray that you will grade 
appoint me to the vacancy now caused by Gbolam Mahomed having 
absconded* 

(Signed) Abbas* 

The January 1865 . of Lariah Nasari , Tuff a Doaba , 


No* 86, 

Petition on miscellaneous subject. 

Yotm Hiok'nbss,—Y our petitioner, having a piece of land (5 jurreebs}- 
situated in the village of Badz&i, Tuppa Khalil,, is desirous of disposing 
of the same by sale. JFukeer, your petitioner's brother, will neither purchase 
it himself, nor allow me to sell it to any one else your petitioner, there¬ 
fore * prays that his brother may be summoned by the Court and ad~ 

,jmonished..tP ewe interfering, v 

(Signed) - Abbas, 

The Wb December 1805 . Inhabitant of Baclzm, 

Tvppa Khalil* 

No. 87, 

Your Highness,— The village of Luntlee, from the time of General 
Avitabile, has been freed from the Government demand for forced labor, 
because the village is without irrigation •, now, however, a demand for forced 
labor has been made, but we are unable to comply therewith, most of the 
cultivators have deserted the village on account of the want of water, 
and the remaining cultivators will be driven away by this demand, for forced 
labor. Petitioners/therefore, pray that the village may, as formerly, be 
exempted from forced labor, and the tehsildar be directed to make no further 
demands on that account, so that they may pay the Government revenue 
from t&> proceeds of their |$hor. 

(Signed) Tab/ Talar., Lumberbar, 

The 25fJb December 1862. Inhabitant of Dundee, 

Ttcppa Ddoodzai, 


Mo. 88. 


Proceeding of Mke Civil Court y Delhi, in the Court of Mr* William 
mg Mis Extra Assistant Commissioner, dated 22nd .August- 

IHairdiff, 

Defendants* 


Henry JRatmjan, Extra Assistant 
1864, 

Chattur Mull 

versus 

Luchmun D&s, Ghunnoe Mil, &e„ 

Claim, I{j| 300, price of raw sugar. 






iiis ease it is necessary to investigate this point whether |SJ 
ay paid for a pass for maun els 58-85 of goor was paid on the 
waggon of the plaintiff and of Luchmun D&ss, or on the waggon 
of Luchmun Dass and Ch umiee L&tt, and these waggons arrived at the 
cbowkee on the 18th April 1.804. 

Oeoehei^ 

That this proceeding bo sent to the Collector of Customs, Delhi, and that 
the said gentleman bo requested to kindly send an answer by to-morrow., 


No. 89. 

Order of the 'Civil Court of the Delhi District, Mr . Joseph Trkelk , 
Assistant Commissioner , Delhipresiding, dated %ord August 1864, 

Sudrooddeeo, guardian of Khwaja Mahomed and Khwaja ^ 

Mahmud, minors, grand-children of Mirza Im£m > Plaintiffs, 


iii# 


Buksh, alias Mahoo Beg 




, versus 


Mirza IMa Aliy and Mirza Inayat Hussein; son of Fida^ 

Ally before-named, and Mnssamat L&dlee Begum, | 
wife of the said In&yat Hussein, inhabitants of J 
Moghulpoora »,* ... ••• J 

Claim for possession of half a house forming part of a whole ances¬ 
tral house belonging to the above-mentioned Mirza Ira&m .13aksh Beg* 
situated in Moghulpoora, in the thamm jurisdiction of Subzeemundee, of 
the value of Rs, 100. 

In this case it is necessary that the eyjxlenod of Mirza Clio tarn 
Beg, who lives at the house of Mirza Bahoor Ally at Kurl, in the 
Mynpoorio* district, should be taken. It is, therefore, ordered that a set of 
questions be prepared and sent by post to the address of the Judge of 
the Mynpoorio district, with a copy of this order, on payment of the 
postage and registration fees, and that it be requested that the before- 
named gentleman will kindly have the answers of the said Chotam 
Beg taken down in the usual way, opposite the inclosed questions, and 
kindly return them with all speech 

The Sheriff of the Court will send the castoruary summons fee 
with this order. Any deficiency or excess in the-summons fee will be 
settled afterwards. 
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No. 00. ^5 

No. 7 translated. 

* The petition of your kumlle servant > ifron Chand Plaintiff, caste Khatri, 
Decree-holder, resident of Lahore > dated lAth April 1866* 

R&m Chand, resident of Lahore ... ... Plaintiff ‘ 

Alladiya, resident of Lahore ... ... Defendant . 

For the recovery of Rs, 40. 

To THE ChEEISH^E Of THE POOB, BE PEACE ! 

Exalted Majesty, —The defendants in the above-named ease for exe¬ 
cution of decree before your illustrious presence promised to pay by in¬ 
stalments of Rs. 5 a month, so the date for payment has elapsed, and 
up to this time no instalment has been paid into Court, Therefore, I 
pray that by way of kindness the defendant be summoned and called on 
to pay the amount due for the last month; I have related what appears 
to .me the truth. 

Written by Mtjtt.ua 'Das, 

Petition Writer . 

Mo, 91. 

The petition of the humble servant Umar Plaintiff resident of Lahore , 
dated 12 th April '1866. 

Umar, resident of Lahore ... .... ... Plaintiff, 

versus 

Zaid, resident of Lahore ... ... ... Defendant . 

Claim Its. 125, principal and interest, on the strength of a bond 
in the Persian character. 

To THE ChELUSHEJI OP THE PoOE, PEACE ! 

Exalted Majesty, -n-The statement of my claim is this, that the 
defendant Zaid, on the 80th Ph&gnn 1920, having taken 100 Rupees cash 
from the plaintiff, wrote a bond promising to pay with interest at the 
rate of one Rupee a month within a period of three months; up to date 
this defendant has failed to pay the debt according to the agree¬ 
ment made by himself, When asked for payment, he wastes time in 
fruitless excuses, and does not pay the money mentionedl therefore, in con¬ 
sequence of non-payment by defendant, I have added Rs, 25 on account 
of interest to the 100 Rupees at the rate of——per cent, from the date .of 
the bond up to tlite end of Gbyte 1928, being interest for two years and one 
month, and claim a total of Its, 125. May the defendant be summoned 
and made to pay the amount together with the costs. The original 
bond is attached to this petition. 





Sahibdadwalla and Sumundreewalla wells, both situated in Moosa Boocb, Tehseel Mooltan, belong to your petitioner. 
He some nine T ears ago mortgaged four ehittacks per maund of his zemindaree rignt; to half tne two weds above mentioned to 
defendant for the costs of their repair, he now wishes to redeem the mortgage. The defendant neither gives an account 
of expenses, &e., nor yields possession; petitioner, therefore, lodges this complaint on the Civil side (after paying Rs. .4/ 
for the stamp duty calculated on Rs. 40, the estimated rental of the two half-wells), with a request that after investigation 
whatever may be due to defendant be awarded to him, and the estate of your petitioner released. He has already paid 
Bs. 30 to defendant ou account of expenses- 


{Signed} Imam Bukbh, son of Kowra : Booth 


[By the pen of Asakand.] 


The mh December 1865. 
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e of Defend 



Name of I 

| Time when 


Residence of Plaintiff. 

Residence of Defendant 

n 

Witness. 1 


-- —— - 

Imam Baksh, son of 
Kowra, Caste Boocb. 

Moosa BoocK Tehscel 
Mooltan. 

: | 

■ 

Allah Buksh, son of j 
Haleein Caste Butt. | 

' . . 

Moosa Booch, Tehseel 
Mooltan, 

1 ' I 

zemindaree rights | 
of two half-wells 
nam ed below, yield - 

ing a jamnia of 
Bs. 40. ' 

| Choohar Put- 
j wj:ree. 

[ 





























YoijT devoted servants petition to your ^Excellency, on the Civil sicie, to obtain possession iron) d eiviul rnts oi the 
22 beegaihs of land (estimated value Its. 10) above adverted to. The ground of their claim is that the lanci in dispute 
has been their property for ages past, and the scene of their griefs and pleasure. It is now about a year since the defend¬ 
ants have forcibly taken possession of the laud claimed by your petitioners, and have ousted, them from it. They first 
brought a complaint on the Criminal side to your Excellency, hut were directed to bring an action in the Civil Courts;, 
accordingly, they file this petition,, with a request that after due investigation of theft ease justice may be done them. 


(Signed) Am Singh, son of Lukhput I&>y. &e., &e 


The Uth December 1865, 


with Parentage Residence of Plaintiffs, 

and Caste. 

Names of Defendants. 

- --—- 

Residence of Defen¬ 
dants. 

. Nature of Claim. 

Names of Wit- 

—-—--- 

Time when 
cause 

of action arose. 

— - — 4 -—— -— 

■■ v '' -■ ' - ■ : ■ I- ; ■; _ ■ -• v : - . : 

Atmn Singh, son of j Dooniapore, Pergun- 
Luhliput Roy; and j nah Mylsee. 

Haree Mull, spn of 
fcafeee Ham, Caste | 

Bankay. 

Goordh nn Misser, 
Kbem. Cinmd Misser, 
Jahangee Rum, Roy 
Mull, and Bhaloo 

- -• : * 

Boon! spoor, Pergun* 
mli MyUee. 

For possession of 22 
beegabs of land 
situated in Doonia- 
poor 5 estimated value 
Rs. 16. 

Janjee Ram. 
Tafcan T Mull, 

—-- -- 

X 2 tli November 
X865. 

; hej _ S'* ' 

-- -.... ■ y,- : •/•... *•••. 
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■ No, 94. ^ 

Petition of Plaint in a Civil suit. 

■'ft 

Ulnsfiamat Xlmaum Jan, resident of Raigee, Tq.ppas 

Eliiilil, through AsinuttooHah, of the village of > .Plaintiff, 

Safkl Dheree/ Tuppa Khnlil ' ... 

versus 

Abbass, Ursidla and Azeez, of the village Raigee, Tuppa** 

Ktam ... ... ...' ;.;}**-*<*. 

Claim 64 Government Rupees value of her inheritance from her 
deceased husband, 

Your petitioner files a regular suit for the recovery of 64 Govern¬ 
ment Rupees in money, jewels, and naeem lands inherited from her 
husband against Abbas Uvsulla and Aziz, of Karin Raigee, Tuppa? 
Khalil, defendants, on the following grounds :—- 

About two years ago, your petitioner's husband died, leaving the 

following properties;— % 

, ■ ■ Bs. A. 1 \ ' 

With Majeed in cash ... ... ... 35 0 0 

? I’wo.hurrahs, silver ... ... ... ... ... 4 0 0 

One Imnale (silTei* nt-cklaeo) ... ... ... ... 5 0 0 

With Moot Daood iu cash ... ... 10 0 

„ Nazeer „ ... ... 10 0 

,, Futtck „ ... ... ... 1 0 0 

On account of naeem lamb 6 jurreehs, product Bs* 6 per 

annum... ,,, ... ... ... ... 8 0 0 

Price 'of bullock ... ... ... 11 0 0 

. ' Total m . 64 0 0 ' 

The above have been taken possession of by the defendants, and your 
petitioner, with her daughter, has no means of subsistence; she, therefore, 
prefers her claim for Bs. 64, and prays that the defendants may be 
summoned and justice done her. She is living a widowed life and true 
to the memory of her husband. 

Me 15$ January 1864. (Signed) Khancn Jan, &cj., &c. 


No- 95. 

Petition of a Plaint in a Civil suit in the Court of Lieutenant 
E. C. Hastings^ Assistant Commissioner, 

Karim Baksh, resident of village of Dosurrah, PeV»\ pi a { n Hff 
gunnah Hasktnagar ... ... ...i 

versus 

Oho lam Safdar, Sowar, 4th Troop 6th B. C. lately at) Defendant 
BtIshawur, and now at Sealkote ... ...i 







m 


( 74 > 

'" Claim its. 105 > due on a bond dated 22od June 1864, and attested 
hy witnesses on account of price of a piebald mare. 

Your Highness,'—Y our petitioner (the plaintiff) begs to institute 
a plaint as above against the defendant; the particulars.of■ the claim are 
as follows 

The plaintiff purchased at Peshawar from your petitioner a 
mate for Its, '1.05, for which he gave him a bond bearing his own 
seal and attested by witnesses, promising payment of the money by 
instalments of Es. 10 per month, frond 1st Juno 1884. Although he 
remained some time .in. Peshawur, he has not paid your petitioner aiiy 
of the instalments fixed, and has now marched to Sealkote with his 
regiment. Your petitioner having no other resource prays for justice 
against the defendant. 

(Signed) Kaium Bakhsii. 

The 21 st November 1865. &c., See., &c. 


j- Plmniiffy 


No, 96. 

71 hoeeeding of the Assistant Commissioners Court , Dutrid Dehra 

Ghazee Khan . 

Melawa Mull, son of Tikim Mull, of the Ehotanee tribe, 
resident of Dehra Ghazee Khan 

versus 

iiinal, son. of Ali Mahomed Shah, of the Koheeri tribe, i 

rr » } -Ootmidant, 

resident of Dehra Ghazee Khan ...» ...j 

Claim Its. 53-12-6, i, e.. Its, 35-4-6 principal, and Rs. 38-3 

interest. 

JUDGMENT. 

This is a claim against the defendant for Rs, 53-12-6, principal 
and interest. Four years and four months ago, a bond was written; and 
it was agreed that the sum should be paid with interest from the borrower's 
share of the proceeds of an indigo plantation, held by the parties to 
this suit, and a third party called tJdb- The defendant says he has paid 
up the full amount of the bond by making over his share of the indigo 
to plaintiff; but there is no mention of the transaction on the back of 
the bond, nor are there any witnesses except Hee.ru, who, though called 
by the defendant, gives evidence against him. When the defendant in 
Court heard Heera's statement, he said he did not give the indigo > to 
the plaintiff, but to Heera; and he cannot say whether Heera ' J^ e 
the indigo to plaintiff or not. Heera admits that he got the indigo > but 





rtmr#y 
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BS 




TJdo say? ’lie; got the tlxir 

the proceeds of the partnership from the defendant on account 
er debt, and that the plaintiff got nothing, 

•rc is,-therefore, from the evidence no possible doubt that the 
did neither got liis money nor any thing else in payment of the 

* for Rs, 53-11-8, with, all the costs of the Court, 

-The English order in this case is the original, The Hin¬ 
dustani Rubakari is simply a translation by the Magistrate of the Court* 


No, 97„ 

Translation <>/■ a Miscellaneous Petition in a OH'ii casc, 

Your Excellency, —As Ram Singh, resident of Mooltan, has got 
the bungalow situate in the Mooltan Cantonment close to the city 
(already mortgaged to me for Rs. 15,000, as pcj mortgage deed dated 1st 
March 1866, registered and attested by the Registrar and Cantonment 
Magistrate, Mooltan), attached in execution of a decree for Rs, 10,000, 
Issued against Walxdad Khan, I solicit that in accordance with 
he injunctions contained in Judicial Commissioner's Rook Circular 
11—15, dated 30th January 1861, my case may he enquired into 
|d justice done to me. 

< \ . • *- .•''*»/ if'; *! • V 

1). Bam an and, 


The %'lnd June 1866. 


of Multan 


Ho. 98. 

Translation of a Bond of debt. 

if Ranjlia, son of Khurja, caste boatman, resident of Taj poor, 
fehscel Mooltan, do hereby acknowledge to have received from Bhurmoo 
Mull Ranker, son of Neela Mull, caste Babhra, resident of Mooltail, the 
mm of Rs, 400, the half of which is Its. 200, as a debt to be repaid 
vithin one year from this date, with interest at one per cent, per mensem, 
la case of my failing to fulfil this promise, I bind myself to pay the 
;aul Bhurmoo Mull the sum of Rs. 600, or half as much again as the 
original debt. I have accordingly written these few words; as a bond of 
lebt that the deed may be employed in ease of .necessity, 

T/ie IQth April ISSd, . 1 • 






I, Sohara, son of Book,, cas(;e Ohakhar, resident of Secunderabad, 
Tehseel Sboojabad, do hereby declare that I have mortgaged one^nmtli 
hhare in the Khairuldeen walla well, situate in Mania, Secunderabad, 
to Kowra Mull, son of Soormda Mull, caste Kbattia, resident of 
Secunderabad, for Bs, 27§ (half of which is Its. 187-8) of my own 
free will, and without any'undue influence or force, origins condition, 
that the mortgagee shall cnltl^te* and enjoy the produce of the 
said share in the well/and pay the Government revenuej the usufruc¬ 
tuary profits being* in place of interest* The mortgagee Kowra Mult, 
har; on the above-stated conditions taken possession of the one-ninth of 
the well in lieu of the said sum (Ks. 275). with which amount 1 have 
debited him as payment in fall of a debt due to him. On repayment of 
the Rs. |75 ; the mortgage will be redeemed. I write these few wpxds 
. as. a mortgage bond to be used hereafter, if required. 

The Uih May 1866. 




